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Date: 1017/2011 Seve udicial District Court - Bonneville Co User: LMESSICK 
Time: 01:49 PM ROA Report 
Page 1 of9 Case: CR-2009-0019519-FE Current Judge: Jon J. Shindurling 
Defendant: Risdon, Craig Charles 
State of Idaho vs. Craig Charles Risdon 
Date Code User Judge 
10/16/2009 NCRF WHEATLEY New Case Filed-Felony Magistrate Court Clerks 
JUDGE WHEATLEY Judge Change L. Mark Riddoch 
PROS WHEATLEY Prosecutor Assigned Bruce L Pickett L. Mark Riddoch 
CRCO WHEATLEY Criminal Complaint L. Mark Riddoch 
BDST WHEATLEY Bond Set: $25,000.00 L. Mark Riddoch 
WARI WHEATLEY Warrant Issued - Arrest Bond amount: 25000.00 L. Mark Riddoch 
Defendant: Risdon, Craig Charles 
XSEA WHEATLEY Case Sealed L. Mark Riddoch 
STATUS WHEATLEY Case Status Changed: Inactive L. Mark Riddoch 
11/10/2009 WART KER Warrant Returned Defendant: Risdon, Craig L. Mark Riddoch 
Charles 
XUNS KER Case Un-sealed L. Mark Riddoch 
STATUS KER Case Status Changed: Activate (previously L. Mark Riddoch 
inactive) 
11/12/2009 ASDJ KER Assigned District Judge: Jon Shindurling L. Mark Riddoch 
HRSC KER Hearing Scheduled (Arraignment 11/12/2009 L. Mark Riddoch 
01:00 PM) 
HRSC KER Hearing Scheduled (Preliminary Hearing Colin W. Luke 
11/25/200901 :30 PM) 
ARRN KER Hearing result for Arraignment held on L. Mark Riddoch 
11/12/200901 :00 PM: Arraignment 1 First 
Appearance 
AFPD KER Application For Public Defender - denied - income L. Mark Riddoch 
too high 
BDST KER Bond Set: $25000.00 L. Mark Riddoch 
ORDR KER No Contact Order: Order Comment: None L. Mark Riddoch 
Expiration Days: 14 Expiration Date: 11/26/2009 
HRSC KER Hearing Scheduled (No Contact Order Linda J. Cook 
11/25/2009 09: 15 AM) 
11116/2009 NOAP OROZCO Defendant: Risdon, Craig Charles Notice Of L. Mark Riddoch 
Appearance Kent Whittington 
MOTN OROZCO Motion For Bond Reduction-No Proposed Order L. Mark Riddoch 
RQDS OROZCO Request For Discovery L. Mark Riddoch 
OROZCO Notice of Hearing L. Mark Riddoch 
11/20/2009 SUBR BOULWARE Subpoena Returned - Robin Nelson (mother) L. Mark Riddoch 
11/25/2009 HRHD HEATON Hearing result for No Contact Order held on Linda J. Cook 
11/25/200909:15 AM: Hearing Held 
NCOE HEATON No Contact Order Extended 2 Years Exp. L. Mark Riddoch 
11/24/11 
ORDR HEATON No Contact Order: Order Comment: No Contact L. Mark Riddoch 
Order Extended 2 Years Exp. 11/24/11 Expiration 
('0 •. 
~ ", ) 
\oj i_ 
Days: 742 Expiration Date: 11/24/2011 
STIP BERG Stipulation to Continue Preliminary Hearing L. Mark Riddoch 
Date: 10/7/2011 udicial District Court - Bonneville User: LMESSICK 
Time: 01:49 PM ROAReport 
Page 2 of9 Case: CR-2009-0019519-FE Current Judge: Jon J. Shindurling 
Defendant: Risdon, Craig Charles 
State of Idaho vs. Craig Charles Risdon 
Date Code User Judge 
11/25/2009 WAVE BERG Waiver of Statutory Time L Mark Riddoch 
RQDS BERG Request For Discovery & Demand for Notice of L Mark Riddoch 
Intent to Rely Upon Defense of Alibi 
RSRQ BERG State's Response To Request For Discovery L Mark Riddoch 
CaNT MCGARY Hearing result for Preliminary Hearing held on Colin W. Luke 
11/25/200901 :30 PM: Continued 
11/30/2009 HRSC MCGARY Hearing Scheduled (Preliminary Hearing Colin W. Luke 
12/30/200901 :30 PM) 
JUDGE MCGARY Judge Change Colin W. Luke 
MCGARY Notice Resetting Hearing Colin W. Luke 
12/30/2009 OR DR HORNE Order to Continue Colin W. Luke 
STIP HORNE Stipulation to Continue Colin W. Luke 
CaNT HORNE Hearing result for Preliminary Hearing held on Colin W. Luke 
12/30/2009 01 :30 PM: Continued 
HRSC HORNE Hearing Scheduled (Preliminary Hearing Colin W. Luke 
01/20/2010 01 :30 PM) 
HORNE Notice of Hearing Colin W. Luke 
1/8/2010 MRUD EFOSTER Mail Returned Unable to Deliver Colin W. Luke 
1/20/2010 STIP MCGARY Stipulation to Continue Preliminary Hearing Colin W. Luke 
CaNT MCGARY Hearing result for Preliminary Hearing held on Colin W. Luke 
01/20/201001:30 PM: Continued 
HRSC MCGARY Hearing Scheduled (Preliminary Hearing Colin W. Luke 
02/10/201001 :30 PM) 
MCGARY Notice Resetting Hearing Colin W. Luke 
2/1012010 ORRE MCGARY Order of Release to Pre-Trial Services (Def may Colin W. Luke 
return to Oregon and be monitored by PTS 
telephonically) 
WAVE MCGARY Waiver of Preliminary Hearing (verbally on the Colin W. Luke 
record) 
ORDR MCGARY Order Binding Defendant Over and Order Setting Colin W. Luke 
Time for Arraignment 
BOUN MCGARY Bound Over (after Prelim) Colin W. Luke 
JUDGE MCGARY Judge Change Jon J. Shindurling 
HRWV MCGARY Hearing result for Preliminary Hearing held on Colin W. Luke 
02/10/201001:30 PM: Hearing Waived 
HRSC MCGARY Hearing Scheduled (Arraignment 02/24/2010 Jon J. Shindurling 
08:45 AM) 
2/11/2010 MISC HEATON Pre-Trial Services Release Instructions Jon J. Shindurling 
PTRA OROZCO Pretrial Release Agreement Jon J. Shindurling 
2/16/2010 INFO TABOR Prosecuting Attorney's Information Jon J. Shindurling 
2/19/2010 PTRP FUGATE Release To Pre-trial Release Program (Amount Jon J. Shindurling n . ,) 0.00 ) v .... ,. .• 
Date: 10/7/2011 
Time: 01:49 PM 
Page 3 of9 
udicial District Court - Bonneville 
ROAReport 
Case: CR-2009-0019519-FE Current Judge: Jon J. Shindurling 
Defendant: Risdon, Craig Charles 
State of Idaho vs. Craig Charles Risdon 
Date Code User 
2/25/2010 CO NT GWALTERS Hearing result for Arraignment held on 
02/24/2010 08:45 AM: Continued 
HRSC GWALTERS Hearing Scheduled (Arraignment 04/28/2010 
08:45 AM) cont'd for DNA test results 
GWALTERS Notice Resetting Hearing - Arrg reset to 4/28/10 
at 8:45 AM 
3/17/2010 SPRD BERG State1s First Supplemental Response to 
Discovery 
4/20/2010 HRSC GWALTERS Hearing Scheduled (Arraignment 05/05/2010 
08:45 AM) cont'd for atty family emerg 
CONT GWALTERS Hearing result for Arraignment held on 
04/28/2010 08:45 AM: Continued cont'd for 
DNA test results 
GWALTERS Notice Resetting Hearing - Arraign reset to 
5/5/10 at 8:45 AM 
5/5/2010 MINE GWALTERS Minute Entry 
Hearing type: Arraignment 
Hearing date: 5/5/2010 
Time: 9:07 am 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: Nancy Marlow 
Minutes Clerk: Grace Walters 
Tape Number: 
Defense Attorney: Kent Whittington 
Prosecutor: Bruce Pickett 
ARRN GWALTERS Hearing result for Arraignment held on 
05/05/201008:45 AM: Arraignment 1 First 
Appearance cont'd for atty family emerg 
FUGATE Miscellaneous Payment: Pre-trial Supervision 
Paid by: Risdon, Craig Charles Receipt number: 
0020761 Dated: 5/5/2010 Amount: $40.00 
(Cash) 
HRSC GWALTERS Hearing Scheduled (Pretrial Conference 
07/28/201010:00 AM) 
HRSC GWALTERS Hearing Scheduled (Jury Trial 08/09/201001 :30 
PM) 
GWALTERS Notice of Hearings - PTC set 7/28/10 at 10 AM: 
JT set 8/9/10 at 1 :30 PM 
7/28/2010 MINE GWALTERS Minute Entry 
Hearing type: Pretrial Conference 
Hearing date: 7/28/2010 
Time: 10:05 am 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: Nancy Marlow 
Minutes Clerk: Grace Walters 
Tape Number: 
Defense Attorney: Kent Whittington 
Prosecutor: Penelope Shaul 
User: LMESSICK 
Judge 
Jon J. Shindurling 
Jon J. Shindurling 
Jon J. Shindurling 
Jon J. Shindurling 
Jon J. Shindurling 
Jon J. Shindurling 
Jon J. Shindurling 
Jon J. Shindurling 
Jon J. Shindurling 
Jon J. Shindurling 
Jon J. Shindurling 
Jon J. Shindurling 
Jon J. Shindurling 
Jon J. Shindurling 
('\ 
...;~. J 
Date: 10/7/2011 
Time: 01:49 PM 
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udicial District Court - Bonneville 
ROA Report 
Case: CR-2009-0019519-FE Current Judge: Jon J, Shindurling 
Defendant: Risdon, Craig Charles 
User: LMESSICK 
State of Idaho vs, Craig Charles Risdon 
Date 
7/28/2010 
7/29/2010 
8/212010 
9/16/2010 
9/20/2010 
1/412011 
1/11/2011 
1/12/2011 
Code 
DCHH 
MOTN 
HRVC 
HRSC 
HRSC 
ORDR 
MOTN 
HRVC 
HRVC 
HRSC 
HRSC 
ORDR 
SWEL 
SPRD 
SUBR 
RTOS 
RTOS 
MINE 
User 
GWALTERS 
GWALTERS 
GWALTERS 
GWALTERS 
GWALTERS 
GWALTERS 
GWALTERS 
CMADDEN 
GWALTERS 
GWALTERS 
GWALTERS 
GWALTERS 
GWALTERS 
GWALTERS 
BELLIN 
BELLIN 
CMADDEN 
BERG 
BERG 
GWALTERS 
Judge 
Hearing result for Pretrial Conference held on Jon J, Shindurling 
07/28/201010:00 AM: District Court Hearing Hell 
Court Reporter: Nancy Marlow 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: under 50 
Motion to Continue obo Prosc 
Hearing result for Jury Trial held on 08/09/2010 
01:30 PM: Hearing Vacated 
Hearing Scheduled (Pretrial Conference 
10/20/2010 10:00 AM) 
Hearing Scheduled (Jury Trial 11/01/201001:30 
PM) 
Notice of Hearings - PTC reset 10/20/10 at 10 
AM: JT reset 11/1/10 at 1:30 PM 
Order to Continue: Based on Mtn of State, delay 
under speedy trial issue due to DNA tech's health 
issues, trial cont'd to 11/1/10 at 1:30 PM, 
Motion to Continue 
Hearing result for Jury Trial held on 11/01/2010 
01:30 PM: Hearing Vacated 
Hearing result for Pretrial Conference held on 
10/20/201010:00 AM: Hearing Vacated 
Hearing Scheduled (Jury Trial 01/24/2011 01 :30 
PM) 
Hearing Scheduled (Pretrial Conference 
01/12/2011 10:00 AM) 
Notice of Hearings - PTC set 1/12/11 at 10 AM: 
JT set 1/24/11 at 1 :30 PM 
Order to Continue: JT continued to 1/24/11 at 
1:30 PM, 
State's Witness and Exhibit List 
State's Second Supplemental Response to 
Discovery 
Subpoena Returned: Stacey E Guessl Forensic 
Services 
Return Of Service - Robin Nelson (2) 
Return Of Service - Dan Ray Nelson 
Minute Entry 
Hearing type: Pretrial Conference 
Hearing date: 1/12/2011 
Time: 10:07 am 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: Nancy Marlow 
Minutes Clerk: Grace Walters 
Tape Number: 
Defense Attorney: Kent Whittington 
Prosecutor: Bruce Pickett 
Jon J, Shindurling 
Jon J, Shindurling 
Jon J, Shindurling 
Jon J Shindurling 
Jon J, Shindurling 
Jon J, Shindurling 
Jon J, Shindurling 
Jon J, Shindurling 
Jon J, Shindurling 
Jon J, Shindurling 
Jon J, Shindurling 
Jon J, Shindurling 
Jon J, Shindurling 
Jon J, Shindurling 
Jon J, Shindurling 
Jon J, Shindurling 
Jon J, Shindurling 
Jon J, Shindurling 
Jon J, Shindurling 
(\ z .,~ 
'"-" -
.&. 
Date: 10/7/2011 
Time: 01:49 PM 
Page 5 of9 
udicial District Court - Bonneville 
ROA Report 
Case: CR-2009-0019519-FE Current Judge: Jon J. Shindurling 
Defendant: Risdon, Craig Charles 
User: LMESSICK 
State of Idaho vs. Craig Charles Risdon 
Date Code User Judge 
1/12/2011 DCHH GWALTERS Hearing result for Pretrial Conference held on Jon J. Shindurling 
01/12/2011 10:00 AM: District Court Hearing Heh 
Court Reporter: Nancy Marlow 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: under 50 
HRSC GWALTERS Hearing Scheduled (Motion 01/19/2011 01 :00 Jon J. Shindurling 
PM) Mtn to dismiss abo Def 
GWALTERS Notice of Hearings - Mtn to dism set 1/19/11 at 1 Jon J. Shindurling 
PM; JT set 1/24/11 at 1 :30 PM 
MOTN KER Motion To Dismiss Jon J. Shindurling 
1/18/2011 AFFD HEATON Affidavit in Support of Motion to Dismiss Jon J. Shindurling 
BRIF HEATON Brief Filed Jon J. Shindurling 
1/19/2011 MINE QUINTANA Minute Entry Jon J. Shindurling 
Hearing type: Criminal Motion to Dismiss 
Hearing date: 1/19/2011 
Time: 1 :08 pm 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: Nancy Marlow 
Minutes Clerk: Rhonda Quintana 
Tape Number: 
Defense Attorney: Kent Whittington 
Prosecutor: Bruce Pickett 
DENY QUINTANA Hearing result for Motion held on 01/19/2011 Jon J. Shindurling 
01:00 PM: Motion Denied Mtn to dismiss abo 
Def 
MEMO QUINTANA State's Memorandum in Opposition to Jon J. Shindurling 
Defendant's Motion to Dismiss for Speedy Trial 
NOTC QUINTANA Notice of Intent to Use 404(B) Evidence of Prior Jon J. Shindurling 
Bad Acts by the Defendant at Trial 
SWEL QUINTANA State's Amended Witness and Exhibit List Jon J. Shindurling 
MEMO QUINTANA Memorandum in Support of Intent to Use 404(b) Jon J. Shindurling 
Evidence of Prior Bad Acts by the Defendant at 
Trial 
1/21/2011 GWALTERS Request for Jury Jon J. Shindurling 
NOTC GWALTERS Notice of Augmentation of Record abo Prosecutor Jon J. Shindurling 
HRVC GWALTERS Hearing result for Jury Trial held on 01/24/2011 Jon J. Shindurling 
01:30 PM: Hearing Vacated 10 preempts per 
side 
HRSC GWALTERS Hearing Scheduled (Status Conference Jon J. Shindurling 
01/27/201111:30AM) 
GWALTERS Notice of Hearing - SIC set 1/27/11 at 11 :30 AM Jon J. Shindurling 
1/24/2011 MOTN KER Renewed Motion to Dism iss Jon J. Shindurling 
1/25/2011 ORDR GWALTERS Order Denying Motion to Dismiss: D's mtn to Jon J. Shindurling 
dismiss is DENIED in part as to the State of ID's 
intent to delay trial. Ct reserves it's ruling on good r~ ~ 
cause as to order for retesting of the DNA in this '-' -
actn. 
.J 
Date: 10/7/2011 
Time: 01:49 PM 
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al District Court - Bonneville C 
ROA Report 
Case: CR-2009-0019519-FE Current Judge: Jon J. Shindurling 
Defendant: Risdon, Craig Charles 
User: LMESSICK 
State of Idaho vs. Craig Charles Risdon 
Date 
1/27/2011 
2/212011 
Code 
RTOS 
MISC 
MINE 
DCHH 
HRSC 
HRSC 
MINE 
DCHH 
HRVC 
HRSC 
HRSC 
HRVC 
User 
BERG 
BERG 
GWALTERS 
GWALTERS 
GWALTERS 
GWALTERS 
GWALTERS 
GWALTERS 
GWALTERS 
GWALTERS 
GWALTERS 
GWALTERS 
GWALTERS 
GWALTERS 
Return Of Service - Angela Keller 
NOT FOUND Return of Service - Eileen 
Lawrence 
Minute Entry 
Hearing type: Status Conference 
Hearing date: 1/27/2011 
Time: 11 :30 am 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: Nancy Marlow 
Minutes Clerk: Grace Walters 
Tape Number: 
Defense Attorney: Kent Whittington 
Prosecutor: Bruce Pickett 
Judge 
Jon J. Shindurling 
Jon J. Shindurling 
Jon J. Shindurling 
Hearing result for Status Conference held on Jon J. Shindurling 
01/27/2011 11 :30 AM: District Court Hearing He/( 
Court Reporter: Nancy Marlow 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: under 50 
Hearing Scheduled (Pretrial Conference 
02/02/2011 10:45 AM) 
Hearing Scheduled (Jury Trial 02/22/2011 09:00 
AM) 
Notice of Hearings - PTC reset to 2/2/11 at 
10:45 AM: JT reset to 2/22/11 at 9 AM 
Minute Entry 
Hearing type: Pretrial Conference 
Hearing date: 2/2/2011 
Time: 11: 11 am 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: Nancy Marlow 
Minutes Clerk: Grace Walters 
Tape Number: 
Defense Attorney: Kent Whittington 
Prosecutor: Penelope Shaul 
Hearing result for Pretrial Conference held on 
02/02/2011 10:45 AM: District Court Hearing Hel! 
Court Reporter: Nancy Marlow 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: under 50 
Hearing result for Jury Trial held on 02/22/2011 
09:00 AM: Hearing Vacated 
Hearing Scheduled (Change of Plea 02/23/2011 
11:15 AM) 
Hearing Scheduled (Change of Plea 02/23/2011 
10:00 AM) 
Hearing result for Change of Plea held on 
02/23/2011 11: 15 AM: Hearing Vacated 
Notice of Hearing - CoP reset to 2/23/11 at 10 
AM 
Jon J. Shindurling 
Jon J. Shindurling 
Jon J. Shindurling 
Jon J. Shindurling 
Jon J. Shindurling 
Jon J. Shindurling 
Jon J. Shindurling 
Jon J. Shindurling 
Jon J. Shindurling 
Jon J. Shindurling f'\ : ... v .~ .. J 
udicial District Court - Bonneville User: LMESSICK 
ROA Report 
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Time: 01:49 PM 
Page 7 of9 Case: CR-2009-0019519-FE Current Judge: Jon J. Shindurling 
Defendant: Risdon, Craig Charles 
State of Idaho vs. Craig Charles Risdon 
Date Code User Judge 
2/23/2011 MINE GWALTERS Minute Entry 
Hearing type: Change of Plea 
Jon J. Shindurling 
Hearing date: 2/23/2011 
Time: 10:39 am 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: Nancy Marlow 
Minutes Clerk: Grace Walters 
Tape Number: 
Defense Attorney: Kent Whittington 
Prosecutor: Bruce Pickett 
DCHH GWALTERS Hearing result for Change of Plea held on Jon J. Shindurling 
02/23/2011 10:00 AM: District Court Hearing Hel< 
Court Reporter: Nancy Marlow 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: under 50 
HRSC GWALTERS Hearing Scheduled (Sentencing 04/07/2011 Jon J. Shindurling 
10:30 AM) 
GWALTERS Order for Presentence Report Jon J. Shindurling 
GWALTERS Email Sent Date: 02/23/2011 10:51 am To: State 
PSI File Attached: Risdon PSI.RTF 
PSI01 GWALTERS Pre-Sentence Investigation Evaluation Ordered Jon J. Shindurling 
PLEA GWALTERS A Plea is Entered for Charge - GT (118-6101(1) Jon J. Shindurling 
Rape-Female Under the age of 18 (Statutory 
Rape)) 
PSI01 GWALTERS Pre-Sentence Investigation Evaluation Ordered Jon J. Shindurling 
2/24/2011 GWALTERS Notice of Hearing - Sentence hrg set 4/7/11 at Jon J. Shindurling 
10:30 AM 
PLAG GWALTERS Plea Agreement Jon J. Shindurling 
3/1/2011 MORS BELLIN Motion For Restitution and Notice of Hearing Jon J. Shindurling 
3/29/2011 HRSC GWALTERS Hearing Scheduled (Sentencing 05/26/2011 Jon J. Shindurling 
09:00 AM) cont'd for psychosexual eval per PSI 
writer Chris Chambers ext. 262 
CONT GWALTERS Hearing result for Sentencing held on 04/07/2011 Jon J. Shindurling 
10:30 AM: Continued 
GWALTERS Notice Resetting Hearing - Sentence hrg reset to Jon J. Shindurling 
5/26/11 at 9 AM 
GWALTERS Ltr from Presentence Investigator Jon J. Shindurling 
4/29/2011 STIP GWALTERS Stipulation for Psychosexual Eval Jon J. Shindurling 
ORDR GWALTERS Order for Psychosexual Eval: Def shall repay cost Jon J. Shindurling 
of eval to Bonneville County. 
5/10/2011 HRSC GWALTERS Hearing Scheduled (Sentencing 07/07/2011 Jon J. Shindurling 
09:00 AM) cont'd at request of PSR writer for 
psychosexual eval (Chris Chambers ext. 262). 
CO NT GWALTERS Hearing result for Sentencing held on 05/26/2011 Jon J. Shindurling 
09:00 AM: Continued cont'd for psychosexual r .' 
eval per PSI writer Chris Chambers ext. 262 i, " 
v - • 
Date: 10/7/2011 
Time: 01 :49 PM 
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JUdicial District Court - Bonneville 
ROA Report 
Case: CR-2009-0019519-FE Current Judge: Jon J. Shindurling 
Defendant: Risdon, Craig Charles 
State of Idaho vs. Craig Charles Risdon 
Date Code User 
5/10/2011 GWALTERS Notice Resetting Hearing - Sentence hrg reset to 
7/7/11 at 9 AM 
6/21/2011 MOTN EGAN Motion to Continue Sentencing ( No Orders) 
6/22/2011 MOTN BERG Motion to Continue Sentencing 
STIP BELLIN Stipulation to Continue Sentencing 
HRSC GWALTERS Hearing Scheduled (Sentencing 07/21/2011 
11 :00 AM) cont'd for Defense counsel's vacation 
CONT GWALTERS Hearing result for Sentencing held on 07/07/2011 
09:00 AM: Continued cont'd at request of PSR 
writer for psychosexual eva/ (Chris Chambers ext. 
262). 
6/30/2011 PSIF GWALTERS Pre-sentence Investigation Filed With Court 
Document sealed 
7/15/2011 HRSC GWALTERS Hearing Scheduled (Sentencing 08/04/2011 
11 :00 AM) cont'd for defs trust hrg in TX 
CONT GWALTERS Hearing result for Sentencing scheduled on 
07/21/2011 11 :00 AM: Continued cont'd for 
Defense counsel's vacation 
MOTN GWALTERS Motion to Continue Sentencing obo Def. 
7/18/2011 ORDR GWALTERS Order to Continue Sentencing; Sentencing is 
cont'd to 8/4/11 at 11 AM 
8/4/2011 MINE GWALTERS Minute Entry 
Hearing type: Sentencing 
Hearing date: 8/4/2011 
Time: 11'13 am 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: Nancy Marlow 
Minutes Clerk: Grace Walters 
Tape Number: 
Defense Attorney: Kent Whittington 
Prosecutor: Bruce Pickett 
DCHH GWALTERS Hearing result for Sentencing scheduled on 
08/04/2011 11 :00 AM: District Court Hearing Hel( 
Court Reporter: Nancy Marlow 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: under 50 cont'd for defs trust hrg in 
TX 
PROB GWALTERS Probation Ordered (118-6101(1) Rape-Female 
Under the age of 18 (Statutory Rape)) Probation 
term: 10 years. (Supervised) 
GUILTY GWALTERS Found Guilty (118-6101 (1) Rape-Female Under 
the age of 18 (Statutory Rape)) 
JOC GWALTERS Judgment of Conviction SUSPENDED & Ord of 
Prob: Def found G, sentenced to 3 yrs 
determinate, 12 yrs indeterminate, SUSPENDED, 
prob for 10 yrs. Def must pay $1000 fine; $150.50 
ct costs, $350 vic fund; $1500 restitution plus 
costs of psychosexual eva!. (see doc for details). 
User: LMESSICK 
Judge 
Jon J. Shindurling 
Jon J. Shindurling 
Jon J. Shindurling 
Jon J. Shindurling 
Jon J. Shindurling 
Jon J. Shindurling 
Jon J. Shindurling 
Jon J. Shindurling 
Jon J. Shindurling 
Jon J. Shindurling 
Jon J. Shindurling 
Jon J. Shindurling 
Jon J. Shindurling 
Jon J. Shindurling 
Jon J. Shindurling 
Jon J. Shindurling 
rt, < \: 
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Defendant: Risdon, Craig Charles 
State of Idaho vs. Craig Charles Risdon 
Date Code User Judge 
8/4/2011 NCO CMADDEN NCO Extended until 8/4/21 Jon J. Shindurling 
8/8/2011 PASP GWALTERS Probation Agreement Of Supervision Jon J. Shindurling 
ORRS GWALTERS Order Of Restitution: Def shall pay restitution of Jon J. Shindurling 
$1500.00. 
8/18/2011 NOTC HEATON Notice of Appeal Jon J. Shindurling 
BNDC LMESSICK Bond Posted - Cash (Receipt 38489 Dated Jon J. Shindurling 
8/18/2011 for 100.00) 
APDC LMESSICK Appeal Filed In District Court Jon J. Shindurling 
APSC LMESSICK Appealed To The Supreme Court Jon J. Shindurling 
CERTAP LMESSICK Clerk's Certificate of Appeal Jon J. Shindurling 
8/22/2011 MDIS BELLIN Motion to Dismiss Jon J. Shindurling 
MISC BELLIN Miscellaneous - motion to Judge Shindurling for Jon J. Shindurling 
review 
8/24/2011 ODIS GWALTERS Order to Dismiss: Count" is DISMISSED wlo Jon J. Shindurling 
prej. purs to State's mtn. 
DMPR GWALTERS Dismissed on Motion of Prosecutor (/18-6101(1) Jon J. Shindurling 
Rape-Female Under the age of 18 (Statutory 
Rape)) 
STATUS GWALTERS Case Status Changed: closed pending clerk Jon J. Shindurling 
action 
8/25/2011 STIP HORNE Stipulated Petition to Modify Judgment Jon J. Shindurling 
8/26/2011 LMESSICK (SC) Notice of Appeal Filed - Record Due Jon J. Shindurling 
10/28/11 
8/29/2011 ORDR GWALTERS Order Modifying JoC Suspended and Ord of Jon J. Shindurling 
Probation: (see doc for conds of probation). 
DANE H. WATKINS, JR. 
BONNEVILLE COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
Bruce L. Pickett 
Chief Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
605 North Capital Avenue 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83402 
Phone: (208) 529-1348 
Fax: (208) 529-1189 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
BOHNEVlllE COUNT '( 
IDAHO 
lOng OCT '6 At'" I: lt3 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
STATE OF IDAHO, COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
MAGISTRATES DIVISION 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CRAIG CHARLES RISDON, 
1440 NE 223rd Avenue, Apt. 87 
Corbett, Oregon 97019 
DOB:  
SS#: N/A 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CR-09- (q 51 ~ 
CRIMINAL COMPLAINT 
The Bonneville County Prosecuting Attorney's Office having submitted, 
pursuant to Idaho Criminal Rule 3, presented the sworn affidavit of Deputy Chevoit 
Chandler, Bonneville County Sheriff's Office, who complains and alleges the 
Defendant, Craig Charles Risdon, committed the following crime: 
COUNT I 
STATUTORY RAPE 
Felony, I.C. § 18-6101(1) 
The defendant, Craig Charles Risdon, on or between February 2009 through April 
2009, in the County of Bonneville, State of Idaho, caused his penis to penetrate, however 
slightly, the vaginal opening of A.M., a female person, and A.M. was under eighteen (18) 
years of age, as she was fifteen (15) years of age. (Up to life, $50,000 fine, $5,000 
compensatory fine) 
CRIMINAL COMPLAINT 
]:\Sex 2009\Risdon, Criag C\Statutory Rape x 2.doc 
COUNT II 
STATUTORY RAPE 
Felony, I.C. § 18-6101(1) 
The defendant, Craig Charles Risdon, on or between February 2009 through April 
2009, but in a separate incident from Count I, in the County of Bonneville, State ofIdaho, 
caused his penis to penetrate, however slightly, the vaginal opening of A.M., a female 
person, and A.M. was under eighteen (18) years of age, as she was fifteen (15) years of 
age. (Up to life, $50,000 fine, $5,000 compensatory fine) 
All of which is contrary to the laws of the State of Idaho. Complainant therefore 
requests that Craig Charles Risdon be dealt with according to law. 
Dated this /(y day of October 2009 
---~:::-::5 ........ . 
Bruce L. p~ ..... . 
Chief Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
SUBMITTED AND ACCEPTED for filing on the JJ,- day of October 2009. 
CRIMINAL COMPLAINT 2 
J;\Sex 2009\Risdon, Criag C\Statutory Rape x 2.doc 
NAME INombre CiA" 1 f.' (~/){)A.J SOC. SEC. NO.lNu.de Seguro
ADDRESSIDireecion;) Ci~:O( 11rd'1t1tvi tel. ,';J{ PHONE NO.lTelefonoiSI ;,o-I-~-'\-~ I-~~-O-\-!--
Will you be able to post baillPuede pagar la,Aan"ea? _____ Cash/En efeetivo? BondsmanIFiador? _____ _ 
Employer's NamelNombre de Months Workcd/Cuantos 
Hours working per week/horas por semana ,"'~7 Pay ratelRedito de pago$2SC;'i! 
---:--------
CURRENT MONTHLY TAKE HOME PAY/Cantidad que !leva a easa$ l:>c~ 
CURRENT MONTHLY GROSS PAY/Cantidad mensual en bruto? --"'=--.:..=---
Income this year to datellngresos de este ano$!2°C1 Income last yearilngresos del ana anetrior$ 
----:-------
Date last employedlUltinafecha que trabajo Last employer's namelNombre de ultimo emplea __ _ 
Reason for terminationiRazan por lerminar su trabajo 
-~~--------~-~--~~-----~:-------Other income/Otros Ingresos: Welfare/Asistencia del estado$________ Soc. Security/Seguro SOcial$ ______ _ 
Worker's Compensation/Compensaion de Trabqjadores$______ DisabilityIDesabilitad$ ___ --,-____ _ 
Money from any other source/Otros ingresos? ______ TOTAL OTHER INCOME/Total de otros lngresos$ ____ _ 
Spouse's Name/Nombre de Conyuge EmployerIEmpleo ____________ _ 
Income/lngresos$ No. of children you are supporting/Cuantos menores mantiene?~s"",---____ _ 
Residing with youlResiden can usted? Child support paymentlPago de Sostenimiento de Menores$//;;:J. 
---'-------Are you currentlEsta eorriente en sus pagas?..;;../If"-'o'--__ 
Value/Equity of your home(s)/Valor de su hogar$ __________ Amount owed/Cuanto debe$ _____ _ 
Cash on hand/En efeetivo a fa mano$ '?) 0,11''0 SavingslAhorros$ 
------------Checking Account/Cuenta de Cheques$ Your bankslNombre del Baneo 
-----------------
Your motor vehicleslSu vehieula(s): YearlModeIIAno y Modelo_"';:...' .c.cJd-",,:::~' _.c.p,"'-"'~:.c.:.!f.:..:, ":J..('--""..:.;L.c.i"'c.Ll '-,," ",,-', ----",--':J!-l'-'.,' (.c..Y_' __________ _ 
Value/Valor del vehiculo$-.:::.c.' ,0,-,' D::.£\t,,-~_____ Amount owed/Cuanto se debe$-LI-l.J-l,C?=:;"o,,-, __ _ 
TOTAL MONTHLY EXPENSESIGastos Mensuales enTotal$ _____ _ 
If you are under 18, state your parent's/guardian's name,address and phone number: _____________ _ 
Nombre de sus padres, direccion y num. de te/efono si usted tiene menos de 18 anos: 
I request a lawyer be appointed to represent me. I AGREE TO REPAY BONNEVILLE COUNTY FOR PUBLIC 
DEFENDER COSTS AS ORDERED BELOW. I swear under penalty of perjury the answers above are true and correct 
to the best of my knowledge. If these answers are found to be false, I understand I may be prosecuted for the felony 01 
perjury. 
Yo pido que me otorgen un abogado para que me represente. ESTOY DE ACUERDO DE PAGAR AL CONDADO DE 
BONNEVILLE POR COSTOS DEL ABOGADO SEGUN COMO SE ME ORDENE. Dec/aro bajo pena y perjurio que las 
respuestas susdichas son ciertas. Sf eneuentran alguna respuesta ser falsa, eomprendo que pueden interponer una ace ion judicial 
por dar falso testimonio, 
YOUR SIGNATURE/Su DATEIFecha-'./...:..0--,!I--,-'h,.l£.u'-L-.f ___ _ 
PUBLIC DEFENDER IS APPOINTEDIAprobado 
PUBLIC DEFENDER IS APPOINTED ONLY UNTIL YOU ARE RELEASED FROM JAIL 
EI abogado solamente 10 representera mientras esta enearselado 
PUBLIC DEFENDER IS DENIEDINegado 
You are hereby ORDERED TO REPAY BONNEVILLE COUNTY FOR THE COSTS OF THE PUBLIC 
DEFENDER $25 EVERY TWO WEEKS UP TO THE AMOUNT SET BY THE JUDGE IN YOUR FINAL 
APPEARANCE. YOUR FIRST $25 PAYMENT IS DUE TWO WEEKS FROM THE DATE OF YOUR RELEASE 
FROM JAIL OR, IF NOT HELD IN JAIL, TWO WEEKS FROM TIDS DATE. 
Se ordena que page al Condado de Bonneville por cosots del Defensor de Ofieio en la cantidad de $25 cada dos semanas 
hasta que page por completa fa cantidad que sea ordenada por el Juez en su eomparenciafinal. Se obliga que de su primer pago 
de $25 dos semanas despues de su libertad 0 si no esta encarcelado seria entonees dos semanas desde lafeeha de hoy, 
Lfu?!uez /. /!&eK /;j Jet DATEIFeeha //-/2- 0 '1 
• 
NnnN~"-"'nn..c..n.l 
NAME INombre Uzfl/G It f5IYJAJ SOc. SEC. NO.lNu.de Seguro
ADDRESS/Direccion 2..'1ic'f J1",c:4hJ..1 Dr &$ PHONE NO.lTeleJon61:iJ :'01 ~1:lt2) 
Will you be able to post baillPuede pagar laftancct? ____ Cash/En eJectivo? Bondsman/ Fiador? ____ ~_ 
Employer's NamelNombre de empleo{mAf'E(f/![ Cil!!VdphtW Months Worked/Cuantos eses 5 
Hours working per weekfhoras por semana ;/17 Pay ratelRedito de pago$2$ ~--.-----
CURRENT MONTIlLY TAKE HOME PAY/Camidad que /leva a cas-a$ ~ __ 
CURRENT MONTHLY GROSS PAYICantidad mensual en bruto? '1~ _, __ ........ _._ 
IncOlne this year to dateJingresos de este aiio$LZwt Income last yearllngresos del ailo anelf'ior$ ______ _ 
Date last employed/Ultinajecha que tfabajo Last employer's namelNomhre de ultimo empleo ____ ~ 
Reason for terminationiRazol1 por terminar su trabajo _________________ ~-..,__-~-
Other income/Olros Ingresos: Welfare/Asistencia del estado$_____ Soc. Security/Seguro Socia/$ ______ _ 
Worker's Contpensation/Compensaion de Trabajadores$______ l>isabiJity/ Desabilitad$. ________ _ 
Money from any other source/Olros ingresas? TOTAL OTHER INCOME/Total de olros lngresos$ _~ ____ _ 
Spouse's NamelNombre de Conyuge EmployerIEmpleo-.,.. __________ -::--___ _ 
lncomellngresos$ No. of children you are suppornng/Cuantos menores mantiene?_,'i.r..-,..,. ___ _ 
Residing with yonlResiden con usted'! Child support payment/Pogo de Sostenimiento de Menores$..:....IIc..;:/)fJ,-,-,-, ;"' ____ _ 
Are you currentiEsta corriente en sus pagos?.!C'NrJ=-__ _ 
ValueJEquity of your home(s)/Valor de su hogar$ ______ ~ ___ Amount owed/Cuanrodehe$ _____ _ 
Cash on band/En eJectivo a la mano$ '3 o. <'<} SavingsiAhorros$. __________ _ 
Checking Account/Cuenta de Cheques$ Your banksiNombre del Banco ______________ _ 
Your motor vellicJes!Su vehiculo(s): Year/ModeJlAflo y Modelo_Z!:.C.o:....:iJ""S'----"-"'uf!'l,..,I:..;..1 o.a,...'-:-"'6"'-/(""AL.~~---'-tJ-'I'':;-!-t{,!I::-----:-~:::__----_ 
Value/Valof del vehiculo$ ~"-,~,,,,(K),,--____ Amount owediCuanto se debe$·.-(L-,1-'1.51o~ __ _ 
TOTAL MONTHLY EXPENSES/Gastos Mensuales enTotal$ ____ _ 
If you are under 18, state your parent's/guardian's name,address and phone numbef: _____________ _ 
Nombre de sus p{uires, direccion y num_ de telelono si usted tiene menos de 18 cmos: 
-------_._----------
I request a lawyer be appointed to represent me. I AGREE TO REP A Y BONNEVILLE COUNTY FOR PUBLIC 
DEFENDER COSTS AS ORDERED BELOW. I swear nnder penalty of perjury tile answers above arc true and correct 
to the best of my knowledge. If tbese answers are found to be false, I understand I may be prosecuted for the felony of 
perjury. 
Yo pido que me olorgen un abogado para que me represente. ESTOY DE ACUERDO DE PAGAR AL CONDADO DE 
BONNEVILLE POR COSTOS DEL ABOGADO SEGUN COMO SE ME ORDENE. Declaro bqjo pena y perjurio que las 
re.!>puestas susdichas son ciertas. Sf encuentrall alguna respuesta ser falsa, comprendo que pueden inlerponer una accion judicial 
por dar fa/so testimonio. "? .AI' 
YOUR SlGNATUREISu Firma .L-'7 :z~ DATEIFecha~/-~0...;;1/...::.~~'t ___ -
7 
PUBUC DEFENlf£RIS APPOlNTED/Aprobado 
PUBLIC DEFENDER IS APPOINTED ONLY UNTIL YOU ARE RELEASED FROM JAIL 
El abogado solamente 10 representera mientras esta encarselado 
PUBLIC DEFENDER IS DENlEDINegado 
You are hereby ORDERED TO REPAY BONNEVILLE COUNTY FOR TIlE COSTS OF THE PUBLIC 
DEFENDER $25 EVERY TWO WEEKS UP TO THE AMOUNT SET BY THE JUDGE IN YOUR FINAL 
APPEAR.ANCE. YOUR FIRST $25 PAYMENT IS DUE TWO WEEKS FROM THE DATE OF YOUR RELEASE 
FR.OM JAIL OR, IF NOT HELD IN JAIL, TWO WEEKS FROM TIDS DATE. 
Se ordena que page at Condado de Bonneville por cosots del Defensor de qjicio en la cantidad de $25 cada dos semanas 
hasta que page por completo la cantidad que sea ordenada por el Juez en su comparenciafinal. Se ob/iga que de su primer pago 
de $25 dos semanas despues de su libertad 0 si no esla encarceZado seria entonces dos semanas desde fa jecha de hoy. 
r"i ; 
JUDGEIJuez 
Rev. 04122108 ------------------- DATE/Fecha 
7th JUDICIAL DISTRICT, STATE IDAHO, COUNTY OF BONNEV 
FELONY ARRAIGNMENT MINUTE ENTRY/LOG/ORDER 
STATE v. CRAIG CHARLES RISDON Case No. : CR-2009-0019519 
D.L.#: DOB: "--____ _ Date: 11/12/2009 
Address: 1440 NE 223rd Ave Apt 87 Idaho Falls ID 83402 Judge: L. Mark Riddoch 
Digital Recording: 11112/2009 Interpreter: _______________ _ 
DEFENDANT having been charged with the following: 
COUNT 1: Rape-Female Under the age of 18 (Statutory Rape) 
COUNT 2: Rape-Female Under the age of 18 (Statutory Rape) 
Defendant: (~eared ( ) Failed to Appear () Bench Warrant Issued & Bond Forfeiture Ordered 
(/Advised of all rights and penalties per ICR 5, including right to remain silent, that statements 
Ordered: 
may be used against him/her, right to bail, right to counsel, appointment of Public Defender 
as provided by law, Preliminary Hearing. 
( ) }epresented by Counsel (present) ~ (0 p-ctvised of Charges () Waivecy60unsel (0'{equested PD () Private Attorney 
( ?ved Reading Complaint ( {Complaint Read by Court () Requested Continuance 
(v{Bond $25,000.00 ( ) Remanded to Custody of Sheriff 
( ) Jrdered Released ( ) Own Recognizance ( ) To Pre-Trial Services 
(0' OtherNV ~eA {Jntlgy: -~ 11~?/D1(iJ Clerk ____ _ 
/ U q:16~ (0 Preliminary Hearing (ICR 5.1). The Prosecutor and Defendant, with attorney, if any, are ordered to 
appear for a Preliminary Hearing on November 25, 2009, at 1 :30 p.m., before Honorable Colin 
Luke at the Law Enforcement Building, 605 N. Capital Avenue, Idaho Falls, ID, to determine 
whether there is probable cause that a crime was committed and whether there is probable cause that 
Defendant committed the alleged crime(s) as charged in the Complaint. Motions to Continue must be 
submitted in writing at least 24 hours prior to the hearing. 
IT IS SO ORDERED. 
Judge -----------l-:,L~~~~~-....!!J!lC _1-+' [......:-I;v-l-i-':::...tq-+--__ _ 
Received by Defendant _____________ -+-__________________ _ 
Assigned Distr)C~:udge: Honorable Jon Shindurling 
( LY\ersonallY served copy on Pr sec 
By Clerk ___ ~===---__ ~ ___ _ Date __ --\;--_4_ 
NOV 1 Z 2009 553 
Nov 13 2009 5: 47PM K·~t Whittington Law Offi 20~-529-8775 
KENTE. WHITTINGTON. ESQ. 
Whittington Law Office, Chartered 
1820 E. 1 7th St. f Suite 340 
P.O. Box 2781 
Idaho Falls. Idaho 83403 
Telephone: (208) 529-8765 
Idaho State Bar No. 2307 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO. IN AND FOR THE COUmY OF BONNEVILLE 
STA1E OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
VS. 
CRAIG CHARLES RISDON, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
} 
] 
CASE NO. CR-09-19519 
MOTION FOR BOND REDUCTION 
COMES NOW, Defendant. CRAIG CHARLES RISDON, through his 
attorney. Kent E. Whittington. Esq., and respectfully moves the Court fOT an 
Order reducing Defendant's ball. or that he may be released on his own 
recognizance or Pre Trial Service pending further proceedings herein. 
This motion is made for the reasons as will be more particularly set forth 
at hearing hereon. 
DATED this / '1 day of November, 2009. 
I 
I-MOTION FOR BOND REDUCTION (RISDON) 
p.2 
Nov 13 2009 5:47PM ~~t Whittington Law Offi 2Q~-529-8775 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
1 hereby certifY that I served the foregoing document, MOTION FOR 
BOND REDUCTION, upon the following this!..> day of November, 2009, by 
hand delivery, mailing with the necessary postage affixed thereto, facsimile. or 
overnight mail. 
Attorney Served: 
Bruce Pickett, Esq. 
Bonneville County Prosecutor 
605 N. Capital Ave. 
Idaho Falls, ID 83402 
2-MonOH FOR BONl> REDUCTION (RlSDON) 
By: 
OM ailing 
DH~ delivery 
c:9F"acsimile 
529-1189 
Kent E. Whittington. sq. 
10·3 
MAGISTRA TE CRIMINAL LOG MINUTES 
;1/ 
DATE: Wednesday, November 25,2009 TIME: 09:15 AM CASE NO.: CR-2009-0019519 
County of Bonneville, Idaho Falls, Idaho Digital Recording.: ~1...!c1!,-,=2:.:::5!..!:./2,,-,,0~0:c:::.9 _______ _ 
Magistrate Courtroom No. ________ Judge Linda J. Cook presiding 
Jury Non-Jury Hearing/Trial: NO CONTACT ORDER 
PLAINTIFF 
STATE OF IDAHO 
Attorney: Bruce L Pickett 
J - Judge 
W - Witness 
DX - Direct Examination 
X - Cross Examination 
Index Case Proceedings 
Judge opened and called case: 
DEFENDANT 
CRAIG CHARLES RISDON 
Attorney: Kent Whittington 
P - Plaintiff 
D - Defendant 
P A - Plaintiff s Attorney 
DA - Defendant's Attorney 
D~Clerk 
KENT E. WHITIINGTON, ESQ. 
Whittington Law Office, Chartered 
1820 E. 17th St., Suite 340 
P.O. Box 2781 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83403 
Telephone: (208) 529-8765 
Idaho State Bar No. 2307 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUN1Y OF BONNEVILLE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CRAIG CHARLES RISDON, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
CASE NO. CR-2009-19519 
WAIVER OF STATUTORY 
TIME 
COMES NOW Defendant, CRAIG CHARLES RISDON, with his 
attorney, Kent E. Whittington, Esq., and waives the 21 day statutory limit for 
the preliminary hearing in this matter required by Rule 5.1 Idaho Criminal 
Rules, and further stipulates that the matter may be set for Preliminary 
Hearing in the future at such time as the Court might set. 
DATED this __ day of November, 2009. 
ResIdIng at .f 
My Commission Expires: (() / wI z.O( [) 
I-WAIVER OF STATUTORY TIME (RISDON) 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certifY that I served the foregoing document, WAIVER OF 
,J /'JIJIl, 
STATUTORY TIME, upon the following thisO"_' day of...:anfy, 2009, by hand 
delivery, mailing with the necessary postage affixed thereto, facsimile, or 
overnight mail. 
Attorney Served: 
Dane H. Watkins, Jr., Esq. 
Bonneville County Prosecutor 
605 N. Capital Ave. 
Idaho Falls, ID 83402 
2-WAIVER OF STATUTORY TIME (RISDON) 
By: 
D~ing 
[JHand delivery 
DFacsimile 
529-1189 
~2' 
Kent E. Whittington. Esq. 
KENT E. WHITTINGTON, ESQ. 
Whittington Law Office, Chartered 
1820 E. 17th St., Suite 340 
P.O. Box 2781 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83403 
Telephone: (208) 529-8765 
Idaho State Bar No. 2307 
IN THE DISTRICT COURf OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUN1Y OF BONNEVILLE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CRAIG CHARLES RISDON, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
CASE NO. CR-2009-19519 
STIPULATION TO CONTINUE 
PRELIMINARY HEARING 
COMES NOW, Defendant. CRAIG CHARLES RISDON, through his 
attorney, Kent E. Whittington, Esq., and Plaintiff, STATE OF IDAHO, through 
its attorney, Dane H. Watkins, Jr., Esq., and STIPULATE and respectfully 
Petition the Court, that the Preliminary Hearing in the above-entitled matter 
presently scheduled for November 25, 2009 at 1:30 p.m. be CONTINUED to a 
later date and time convenient to both Court and counsel for the reason that 
the alleged victim is expecting the birth of a child on or about December 12, 
2009, and proposed DNA testing may make the preliminary hearing 
unnecessary. 
DATED this.4 day of November, 2009. 
Ken~ 
Attorney for Defendant 
Bruce Pickett, Esq. 
Bonneville County Prosecutor 
l-STIPULATION TO CONTINUE PRELIMINARY HEARING RISDON) 
0(", /~ ,,' ~ 
" ... ',J 
c:!ONNE lLLE COUNTY 
MAGISTRA TE CRIMINAL LOQiN\HlllNUTES 
DATE: Wednesday, December 30, 2009 TIME: 01:3JmOEC 30 PM 3:d~E NO.: CR-2009-0019519 
County of Bonneville, Idaho Falls, Idaho Digital Recording.: 12/30/2009 Pi}) Ie ( Ie 
Magistrate Courtroom No. --_...L--__ Judge Colin W. Luke ( p~esid[ng 
Jury Non-Jury Hearing/Trial: PRELIMINARY HEARING 
PLAINTIFF DEFENDANT 
STATE OF IDAHO CRAIG CHARLES RISDON 
Attorney: Bruce L Pickett Attorney: Kent Whittington 
J - Judge P - Plaintiff 
W Witness D - Defendant 
DX - Direct Examination P A - Plaintiff s Attorney 
X - Cross Examination DA - Defendant's Attorney 
Index Case Proceedings 
Judge opened and called case: 
,\~I/ /)t i (Cr/l('V71L/ (v()j/r//Il{ /. e J/cf/r: (/zlI/I;;lq~+/lrsf I-(J{li It,' J 
_/rtc/Ck7 /-1'~\~rif ~f;") 1/::)[\/) [) If:;; () iJ) t/L'J 
, / 1/ ( 
Deputy Clerk 
Dec 30 2009 9:43AM Kr t Whittington Law O~~i 2r~-529-8775 
KENT E. WHITrINGTON, ESQ. 
Whittington Law Office. Chartered 
1820 E. 17th St., Suite 340 
P.O. Box 2781 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83403 
Telephone: (208) 529-8765 
Idaho State Bar No. 2307 
IN THE DISTRICT COURr OF THE SEVENlH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO. IN AND FOR THE COUN1Y OF BONNEVILLE 
STA1E OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CRAIG CHARLES RISDON. 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
} 
1 
CASE NO. CR-2009-19519 
STIPULATION TO CONTINUE 
PRELI:MINARY HEARING 
COMES NOW, Defendant. CRAIG CHARLES RISDON, through his 
attorney. Kent E. Whittington, Esq .• and Plaintiff. STATE OF IDAHO, through 
its attorney, Dane H. Watkins, Jr., Esq .. and STIPULATE and respectfully 
Petition the Court, that the Preliminary Hearing in the above-entitled matter 
presently scheduled for December 30. 2009 at 1 :30 p.m. be CONTINUED to a 
later date and time convenient to both Court and counsel for the reason that 
counsel for the Defendant is scheduled to be in trial at said date in the matter 
of Jefferson County Case No. CV-08-463, before the Honorable Robert L. 
Crowley. Magistrate Judge. 
DATED this .Ii> day of December. 2009. 
Kentl~%V -
Bruce Pickett, Esq. 
Bonneville County Prosecutor 
p. 1 
Dec 30 2009 9:43AM Whittington Law OFFi 2 r '-529-8775 
KENT E. WHITTINGTON. ESQ. 
Whittington Law Office, Chartered 
1820 E. 17th St., Suite 340 
P.O. Box 2781 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83403 
Telephone: (208) 529-8765 
Idaho State Bar No. 2307 
8 ILL I' COUNTy 
Z009 DEC 30 PM 
II 3: 13 
IN IDE DISlRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR lliE COUNIY OF BONNEVILLE 
STATE OF IDAHO. 
Plaintiff. 
VS. 
CRAIG CHARLES RISDON, 
Defendant. 
} 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
CASE NO. CR-2009-19519 
ORDER TO CONTINUE 
PRELIMINARY HEARING 
Based upon the Stipulation of the Plaintiff, STATE OF IDAHO. through 
its attorney, Bruce Pickett. Esq., Deputy Bonneville County Prosecuting 
Attorney. and Defendant, CRAIG CHARLES RISDON, through his attorney, 
Kent E. Whittington, Esq., the PRELIMINARY HEARING previously set in this 
matter for Wednesday, December 30.2009 at 1:30 p.m .• is CONTINUED until 
the ~ day of .;x; "" ,2010 at ,// ..5(/ ~. 
DATED this yo day of December, 20 )Y--. ~ 
/' 
l-oR.ll.ER FOR CONTlN\TANCE 
p.2 
Dec 30 2009 9:43AM Kr Whittington Law OFFi 2r~ 529-8775 
CERTIFICATE OF ENTRY 
f) 
I hereby certi:f:Y that on this ~ day of December, 2009, I delivered a true 
and correct copy of the foregoing Order to the following: 
Kent E. Whittington, Esq. 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 2781 
Idaho Falls. ID 83403 
FacsllnUe:208-529-8775 
Bruce Pickett. Esq. 
Bormeville County Prosecutor's Office 
650 N. Capital 
Idaho Falls, ID 83402 
Facshnile:208-529-1189 
Z.oRDER FOR CONTIN1lAKCE 
By: 
DMatling 
~Court box 
OHand delivery 
DFacsimile 529-8775 
o Mailing 
""Court box 
OHand delivery 
OFacsUnile 529-1189 
Dep~~),J 
p.3 
KENT E. WHITTINGTON, ESQ. 
Whittington Law Office, Chartered 
1820 E. 17th St., Suite 340 
P.O. Box 2781 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83403 
Telephone: (208) 529-8765 
Idaho State Bar No. 2307 
, I 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTI OF BONNEVILLE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CRAIG CHARLES RISDON, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
-----------------------------) 
CASE NO. CR-2009-19519 
STIPULATION TO CONTINUE 
PRELIMINARY HEARING 
COMES NOW, Defendant, CRAIG CHARLES RISDON, through his 
attorney, Kent E. Whittington, Esq., and Plaintiff, STATE OF IDAHO, through 
its attorney, Dane H. Watkins, Jr., Esq., and STIPULATE and respectfully 
Petition the Court, that the Preliminary Hearing in the above-entitled matter 
presently scheduled for January 20, 2010 at 1:30 p.m. be CONTINUED to a 
later date and time convenient to both Court and counsel for the reason that 
counsel for the Defendant is anticipating blood test results . 
. . ~/ DATED thIS ;:Ji; day of January, 2010. 
I-STIPULATION TO CONTINUE PRELIMINARY HEARING (RISDON) 
Kent E. Whittington, Es I . 
Attorney for Defendant 
-~-----:;> ~-~.'. 
-""" ~-- ---~ ... .-""""" - --"'-- ~ 
;;:::::> 
Bruce Pickett, Esq. 
Bonneville County Prosecutor 
f",\« " 
...... i,,_ ,J 
MAGISTRA TE CRIMINAL LOG MINUTES 
DATE: Wednesday, January 20, 2010 TIME: 01:30 PM CASE NO.: CR-2009-0019519-FE 
County of Bonneville, Idaho Falls, Idaho Digital Recording.: 1I20/20107)))jU)./(e / 
Magistrate Courtroom No. ---+/=4+----- Judge Colin W. Luke! presiding 
Jury Non·Jury Hearing/Trial: _~P~R~E::C!L::C!I,,-!M.!.!I.=....:N~A~R~Y~H~E::=...A~R~I.=....:N~G:!..-______ _ 
PLAINTIFF DEFENDANT 
STATE OF IDAHO CRAIG CHARLES RISDON 
Attorney: Bruce L Pickett Attorney: Kent Whittington 
J - Judge P - Plaintiff 
W - Witness D - Defendant 
DX - Direct Examination P A - Plaintiff s Attorney 
X - Cross Examination DA - Defendant's Attorney 
Index Case Proceedings 
Judge opened and called case: 
(I )2) "fJ (Y'/JIII/Lit ___ .- . \ /;~h~ / r.kl{ /( 11/f; /([1 
'- (Jr/ 7)// Il} ~/Jj'/cf( fleX,- /1(1\7r(~~{'{(Y~ -:::J 
('If / /~t>:;jc: 
-/ r' !2 /lL'l! J () (~l f~)() i)) }1 
_/ I 
Deputy Clerk 
MAGISTRATE CRIMINAL LOG MINUTES 
DATE: Wednesday, February 10, 201 o TIME: 01:30 PM CASE NO.: CR-2009-00l9S19-FE 
County of Bonneville, Idaho Falls,!:ho Digital Recording.: 2110/2010 1J/2JlkttG 
Magistrate Courtroom No. -_.-::./4-:.;-.--- Judge Colin W. Luker presiding 
Jury Non-Jury Hearing/Trial: _..!cP=R~E!=!..LI=M=I",-N,-"-A=R,,-,,Y,---,H=E~A'-.!cR~I=N~G~ _____ _ 
PLAINTIFF DEFENDANT 
STATE OF IDAHO CRAIG CHARLES RISDON 
Attorney: Bruce L Pickett Attorney: Kent Whittington 
J - Judge P- Plaintiff 
W - Witness D - Defendant 
DX - Direct Examination P A - Plaintiff's Attorney 
X - Cross Examination DA - Defendant's Attorney 
Index Case Proceedings 
Judge opened and called case: 
" 
J)f/J -- ! /lkl / K r rfA 11,( jJ /;y) /01 {{dJ' uJ1 -If1-/! f-{J (fe/tel 
e¥- 8'-1, I III --hI , (/~' l I Dlj tt orL- j I" rj~ l--eifuJ(> -/2) ?r:s 
~J+eJc-"- " ')-/;1/ {A.n/~/zqt5Y # \-1- rt~JLL~1s 
-~ 
. ()tt'JC}LY) j (Ii ,-- Ill! DLAJ /)e-/~ ~ yP -ilt11 -iJ y-{iu (}' /£111/7 Ol2 IJ4: 
PfS -In t?)[{g/1 :})//)lVLL v I {/uJ 
('f V· 1/ tJpt. dvel~-Iv ))/5 fr7t:1' (iC)I-,l!4 /J\(,(lp ;)t;;. ¥ b/l7d& 
fl'rrn, e'ui ::tffv)fk{l~' 1/10J /' l}--L/ ('j' <P: L/5 a /1/\ 
J 
Deputy Clerk 
IN THE DISTRlCT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRlCT QF 
L iU 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR BONNEVILLE COUNTY 
STATE OF IDAHO, Case No. CR-2009-0019519-FE 
Plaintiff, ORDER FOR RELEASE 
-vs-
CRAIG CHARLES RlSDON, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) Defendant. 
TO THE SHERlFF OF BONNEVILLE COUNTY: 
YOU ARE HEREBY ORDERED to release the above-named Defendant from your 
custody, for the following reason(s): 
Bond Posted 
Released on Own Recognizance 
Released to Pre-Trial Services; Defendant MUST contact Pre-Trial 
Services within 48 hours of release (529-1350, ext. 1238) 
Fines and Costs Paid 
Jail Sentence Served 
Complied with the Order of the Court 
Case Dismissed 
Upon issuance of a NO CONTACT ORDER by the Jail 
Waive Issuance of a NO CONTACT ORDER 
X Other: De{-fVldCUr! (nl[j VC>r{UUIL ¥ 
Dated ;2 --/ c/ --- /t? 
cc ~ 1/ frs- Cf- .8{)/ 
Pt'cICGH- - C;f/fjo! \.AJ~\IH7v~fnV\ - , 
ORDER FOR RELEASE 
) 
IN THE DIS COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUD 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY 
DISTRICT OF THE 
BONNEVILLE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, Case No. 09-19519 
i, 
\ ~ 
-vs-
CRAIG CHARLES RISDON 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
ORDER BINDING DEFENDANT 
OVER AND ORDER SETTING 
TIME FOR ARRAIGNMENT 
Defendant. 
------------------------------) 
The above named defendant has been: 
x Charged with the crime of 1) STATUTORY RAPE 
______ ~2~)_S~T~A~T~U~T~OR~Y~RA~P~E ______________________________ , a felony. 
Brought before the Court on a Bench Warrant on a Probation 
Violation and/or Agent's Warrant of Arrest. 
Other: 
There is sufficient probable cause to believe that the crime has 
been committed and sufficient probable cause to believe that the 
above named defendant committed said crime. 
NOW THEREFORE IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the above named defendant 
be bound over to the District Court on the above stated charge to 
be brought before the Honorable JON SHINDURLING , District 
Judge on d -ci?c-/-/O at 2?Z"'j-A.M. for arraignment. 
> 
The defendant ~/has not posted bond which has been set in the 
amount of $ 25,000.00 ~ v ~
Dated: oo? -,A:?- /0 /  
- ~reJt;dge 
NOTICE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing 
Order was mailed, postage prepaid, or delivered to the following: 
HAND DELIVERED: 
Prosecuting Attorney 
County Courthouse 
Idaho Falls, ID 
Dated:' !JIIO ~O 
HAND DELIVERED/MAILED TO: 
KENT WHITTINGTON 
Deputy clerk;T' 
ORDER BINDING DEFENDANT OVER AND 
ORDER SETTING TIME FOR ARRAIGNMENT 
DANE H. WATKINS, JR. 
BONNEVILLE COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
Bruce L. Pickett 
Chief Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
605 N. Capital Avenue 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83402 
(208) 529-1350 Ext. 1348 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
STATE OF IDAHO, COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CRAIG CHARLES RISDON, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CR-09-19519 r 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY'S 
INFORMATION 
Craig Charles Risdon is hereby accused by the Prosecuting Attorney of the County of 
Bonneville, State of Idaho, of committing, prior to the filing of this Information, the following 
crime(s): 
COUNT I 
STATUTORY RAPE 
Felony, I.C. § 18-6101(1) 
The defendant, Craig Charles Risdon, on or between February 2009 through April 2009, in 
the County of Bonneville, State ofIdaho, caused his penis to penetrate, however slightly, the vaginal 
opening of A.M., a female person, and A.M. was under eighteen (18) years of age, as she was fifteen 
(15) years of age. (Up to life, $50,000 fine, $5,000 compensatory fine) 
COUNT II 
STATUTORY RAPE 
Felony, I.C. § 18-6101(1) 
The defendant, Craig Charles Risdon, on or between February 2009 through April 2009, but 
in a separate incident from Count I, in the County of Bonneville, State ofIdaho, caused his penis to 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY'S INFORMATION 
J:\Sex 2009\Risdon, Criag C\information.doc OR'GI~J/\L 
penetrate, however slightly, the vaginal opening of A.M., a female person, and A.M. was under 
eighteen (18) years of age, as she was fifteen (15) years of age. (Up to life, $50,000 fine, $5,000 
compensatory fine) 
Dated this /~ day of February 2010. 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY'S INFORMATION 
J:\Sex 2009\Risdon, Criag C\information.doc 
Bruce L. Pickett 
Chief Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
2 
,~.... i 
.. 
...... ' ~ .1:'-
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the j lp day of February 2010, I served a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing document by causing it to be hand delivered, faxing, or by placing it 
in the mail with the correct postage affixed thereon to the parties listed below: 
DOCUMENT SERVED: PROSECUTING ATTORNEY'S INFORMATION 
PARTIES SERVED: Kent Whittington 
Attorney at Law 
Courthouse Box 
Idaho Falls, ID 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY'S INFORMATION 
J:\Sex 2009\Risdon, Criag C\information.doc 
Kathy Di 
3 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
--------------------------------) 
Case No. & 1/1- If ;;:-/1' 
ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF 
UNDERSTANDING OF 
RIGHTS ON ARRAIGNMENT 
HOW FAR DID YOU GO IN SCHOOL? Sr:'tH,4' Cc.,i/;z>,,,,;" 
cJ 
LIST EACH STATE (OTHER THAN IDAHO) WHERE YOU HAVE LIVED:_ 
. J 
/P"'",\ 
( '~(~I ().e ) 
I, --"-~;;...:.-L__=_--=-..t...::.;...__=_=.L--=-______ , hereby acknowledge and confirm the 
following: 
1. I have reviewed with my attorney a copy of the Information that has been filed 
against me and I understand the nature of the charges that are stated in the 
Information. 
2. Before my arraignment in district court I viewed the video presentation, which 
explained the various plea options that are available to me and my Constitutional 
rights. 
3. I understand the various plea options that were explained in the video presentation; 
I also understand my Constitutional rights and the consequences of exercising each 
of my plea options. 
4. I have had adequate time and opportunity to talk to my attorney before my 
arraignment and he has advised me concerning the arraignment and answered all 
of my questions to my satisfaction. 
Dated this .,....::",-) __ day of l1JAV 
J 
/ t~~~/t,</t;") 
i6aendant's Attorney .4" "Defendant 
'. : .. ;'dl: 
10 1111 "8 f'Ji ., 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR BONNEVILLE COUNTY 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
-vs-
CRAIG CHARLES RISDON, 
Defendant. 
CASE NO. CR-2009-0019S19-FE 
COURT MINUTE ON 
ARRAIGNMENT 
On Wednesday, May OS, 2010, this matter came before the Honorable Jon J. Shindurling, District 
Judge. Mr. Dane Watkins appeared for the State ofIdaho. The defendant appeared and was represented by 
Mr. Kent Whittington. Mr. Jack Fuller, Court Reporter, and Ms. Grace Walters, Deputy Court Clerk, were 
present. 
Defendant indicated that his name as shown on the Information on file was true and correct. 
Crime charged: Count I-Rape-Female Under the age of 18 (Statutory Rape) 118-6101(1) Count 
II-Rape-Female Under the age of 18 (Statutory Rape) 118-6101(1), as appears on Information on file. 
The Court informed the defendant and the defendant acknowledged that he understood that he was 
charged with the criminal offense of Count I -Rape-F emale Under the age of 18 (Statutory Rape) I18-
6101(1) Count II-Rape-Female Under the age of 18 (Statutory Rape) 118-6101(1). The Court informed 
the defendant that he was charged with the aforementioned offense and if found guilty of said charge, he 
could be sent to the custody of the Idaho State Department of Corrections for a maximum of Life, each 
count, and/or a fine of$50,000, each count. The defendant was also advised of his obligation for 
restitution. The defendant acknowledged that he understood. 
The defendant further acknowledged that he had a copy of the Information filed in this matter, 
understood the nature of the charge, waived additional time to consider the same and was ready to 
proceed in all respects to this case. 
DC MINUTE ENTRY ARRAIGNMENT 
X The Defendant waived the reading of the Information. 
Prior to court convening, the defendant viewed the video presentation explaining his 
Constitutional rights re: arraignment. Upon inquiry from the Court, the defendant stated he understood his 
rights as explained. The defendant and his counsel signed the Acknowledgement of Understanding of 
Rights on Arraignment. 
The Court informed the defendant that he might stand mute, or say nothing, in which event the 
Court would enter a plea of not guilty for the defendant. The Court informed the defendant of his rights if 
he should elect to enter a plea of not guilty and the consequences of his choosing to plead guilty to the 
charges pending against him. 
The Court asked the defendant if he was ready to enter a plea, whereupon the defendant answered 
that he was ready. 
The defendant then entered a plea of not guilty to the charge set forth in the Information on file in 
this case. 
Upon a plea of not guilty, pre-trial conference was scheduled for July 28, 2010, at 10:00 AM., and 
jury trial was scheduled for August 9, 2010, at 1:30 PM. 
Bail was continued as previously set. 
c: Bruce L Pickett 
Kent Whittington 
DC MINUTE ENTRY ARRAIGNMENT 
J 
DANE H. WATKINS, JR. 7TH 
BONNEVILLE COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
Bruce L. Pickett 
Chief Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
Idaho State Bar No. 6565 
605 N. Capital Avenue 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83402 
Telephone: (208) 529-1350 ext 1348 
10 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CRAIG CHARLES RISDON, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
---------------- ) 
Case No. CR-09-19519 
MOTION TO CONTINUE 
COMES NOW Bruce L. Pickett, Chief Deputy Prosecuting Attorney, Bonneville County 
Prosecuting Attorney's Office, and moves that the Court continue the Trial, which is scheduled in 
this matter for August 9,2010, for the reason that State's witness, Stacy E. Guess, Idaho State Police 
Forensic Lab Scientist will be unavailable until March 2011 due to being ordered to bed rest by a 
physician for the duration of her pregnancy due to complications and then will be on maternity leave. 
Dated this c9B'1ay of July, 2010. 
Chief Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
I - MOTION TO CONTINUE 
j:\Sex 2009\Risdon, Criag C\Motion to Continue,doc 
OR\G\NAL 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the __ day of July, 2010, I served a true and correct copy of 
the document described below on the party listed below, by mailing with the correct postage thereon, 
or by causing the same to hand-delivered. 
DOCUMENT: 
PARTIES SERVED: 
2 - MOTION TO CONTINUE 
]:\Sex 2009\Risdon, Criag C\Motion to Continue. doc 
MOTION TO CONTINUE TRIAL 
Kent Whittington 
Courthouse Box 
Idaho Falls, ID 83402 
Legal Assistant 
.r~. ,) 
...... .' '" fI 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
-vs-
CRIAG CHARLES RISDON, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CR-2009-19S19-FE 
MINUTE ENTRY ON :1:;, 
PRETRIAL CONFERENCE 
'"f' 
On July 28, 2010, at 10:05 AM this pre-trial conference carne on for hearing before the 
Honorable Jon J. Shindurling, District Judge, sitting in open court at Idaho Falls, Idaho. 
Ms. Nancy Marlow, Court Reporter, and Ms. Grace Walters, Deputy Court Clerk, were 
present. Ms. Penny North-Shaul appeared on behalf of the State. The defendant appeared in 
person and with counsel, Mr. Kent Whittington 
Mr. Whittington informed the Court Mr. Pickett was unavailable to speak with; therefore, 
a continuance was requested on the trial date. 
Ms. Shaul stated Mr. Pickett attempted to talk to Mr. Whittington before he left on 
vacation, but was unable to get a response. The lab tech is unable to attend trial on August 9, due 
to pregnancy. 
Mr. Whittington indicated Mr. Pickett did call him last week, but he was unable to get in 
touch with his client at that time. The defendant is unlikely to come to an agreement. 
Ms. Shaul informed the Court, the State will be ready to go to trial, but if the technician 
who performed the DNA test is unable to attend the trial, the State will refile the charges. 
MINUTE ENTRY - 1 j 
The Court will grant the continuance due to the health of the DNA specialist. The Court 
reset the Pretrial Conference and Jury trial dates. The pretrial conference is set on October 20, 
2010 at 10:00 AM. Jury trial is reset on November 1,2010 at 1:30 PM. 
Bond was continued as previously set. 
Court was thus adjourned. 
c: Prosecutor 
Kent Whittington 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) 
Plaintiff, ) Case No. CR-09-19519 
) 
vs. ) 
) ORDER TO CONTINUE 
CRAIG CHARLES RISDON ) 
) 
Defendant. ) 
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Based upon the Motion of the State, The Court finds appropriate delay under speedy trial 
issue due to Ms. Guess's physical health and the necessity of retesting the DNA evidence and the 
Jury Trial scheduled for August 9, 2010, at 1 :30 p.m., is hereby rescheduled to the _1_ day of 
I '0 l'JO\Je-m ne=c ,2010,JtI~0, c1ockL· m. 
DATED this 'l--ctay ~2010. 
1 - ORDER TO CONTINUE 
ORIGINJ\L 
,j 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the 2 day of ~'201 0, I served a true and correct copy of 
the document described below on the party listed below, by mailing with the correct postage thereon, 
or by causing the same to hand-delivered. 
DOCUMENT: 
PARTIES SERVED: 
2 - ORDER TO CONTINUE 
ORDER TO CONTINUE 
PRELIMINARY HEARING 
Bruce L. Pickett 
PROSECUTOR'S OFFICE 
Courthouse Box 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83402 
Kent Whittington 
Courthouse Box 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83402 
Clerk of the Court 
Cj 
DANE H. WATKINS, JR. 
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BONNEVILLE COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
2010 SEP I 6 AM 10= 18 
Bruce L. Pickett 
Chief Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
Idaho State Bar No. 6565 
605 N. Capital Avenue 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83402 
Telephone: (208) 529-1350 ext 1348 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CRAIG CHARLES RISDON, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
,------------ ) 
Case No. CR-09-19519 
MOTION TO CONTINUE 
COMES NOW Bruce L. Pickett, Chief Deputy Prosecuting Attorney, Bonneville County 
Prosecuting Attorney's Office, and moves that the Court continue the Jury Trial, which is scheduled 
in this matter for November 1, 2010, for the reason that, upon the Court's request the State re-
submitted the DNA for retesting and was informed by the Idaho State Police Forensic Lab that they 
do not retest DNA and therefore the State's witness, Stacy E. Guess, Idaho State Police Forensic Lab 
Scientist will be unavailable until January 2011. 
~~f-z.· 
Dated this ~ day of September, 2010. 
1 - MOTION TO CONTINUE 
J:\Sex 2009\Risdon, Criag C\MOtiOll to Continue JT,doc 
Bruce L. Pickett 
Chief Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the \ (o~y of September, 2010, I served a true and correct 
copy of the document described below on the party listed below, by mailing with the correct postage 
thereon, or by causing the same to hand-delivered. 
DOCUMENT: 
PARTIES SERVED: 
2 - MOTION TO CONTINUE 
J:\Sex 2009\Risdon, Criag C\Motion to Continue JT.doc 
MOTION TO CONTINUE JURY TRIAL 
Kent Whittington 
Courthouse Box 
Idaho Falls, ID 83402 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDicIAIJblSTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CRAIG CHARLES RISDON 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
-------------- ) 
Case No. CR-09-19519 
ORDER TO CONTINUE 
Based upon the Motion of the State, The Court finds appropriate delay under speedy trial 
issue due to Ms. Guess's physical health and the fact that she will not be back in the lab until January 
2011 and upon the Court's request the State resubmitted the DNA for retesting and was informed by 
the Idaho State Police Forensic Lab that they do not retest DNA and therefore the Jury Trial 
scheduled for November 1, 2010, at 1 :30 p.m., is hereby rescheduled to the JJ-t day of 
JC:tDL1Q r ~ ,2011, at l2i)0, clock f. m. 
DATED this -!kday of September, 2010. 
;il-th~~Judge 
1 - ORDER TO CONTINUE 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the;jLL day of September, 2010, I served a true and correct 
copy ofthe document described below on the party listed below, by mailing with the correct postage 
thereon, or by causing the same to hand-delivered. 
DOCUMENT: 
PARTIES SERVED: 
2 - ORDER TO CONTINUE 
ORDER TO CONTINUE 
JURY TRIAL 
Bruce L. Pickett 
PROSECUTOR'S OFFICE 
Courthouse Box 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83402 
Kent Whittington 
Courthouse Box 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83402 
Clerk of the Court 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
-vs-
CRIAG CHARLES RISDON, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
--------------------------) 
Case No. CR-2009-19S19-FE 
MINUTE ENTRY ON 
PRETRIAL CONFERENCE 
On January 12,2011, at 10:05 AM, this pre-trial conference came on for hearing before 
the Honorable Jon J. Shindurling, District Judge, sitting in open court at Idaho Falls, Idaho. 
Ms. Nancy Marlow, Court Reporter, and Ms. Grace Walters, Deputy Court Clerk, were 
present. Mr. Bruce Pickett appeared on behalf of the State. The defendant appeared in person 
and with counsel, Mr. Kent Whittington. 
Mr. Whittington advised the Court, the defendant wished to file a motion to dismiss due 
to speedy trial issues, and continue the trial. 
Mr. Pickett opposed a continuation of the trial. 
The Court set the motion to dismiss on January 19, 2011 at 1 :00 PM. Trial is set on 
January 24, 2011 at 1:30 PM. Trial documents are due January 19,2011. Each side will receive 
10 preemptory challenges and a struck jury system will be used. 
Bond was continued as previously set. 
Court was thus adjourned. 
c: Prosecutor 
Kent Whittington 
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Telephone: (208) 529-8765 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
VS. 
CRAIG CHARLES RISDON, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
CASE NO. CR-09-19519 r 
MOTION TO DISMISS 
COMES NOW, Defendant, CRAIG CHARLES RISDON, through his 
attorney, Kent E. Whittington, Esq., and respectfully moves the Court for an 
Order dismissing the charges against Defendant herein, for failure by the State 
to afford the Defendant a speedy trial, in violation of his rights under the Sixth 
Amendment to the United States Constitution, Article 1, Section 13 of the 
Constitution of the State ofIdaho, and Idaho Code 19-3501. 
This motion is made for the reasons as will be more particularly set forth 
at hearing hereon. Defendant requests oral argument. 
DATED this I J-day of January, 2011. 
r 
Ken? E. Whittington,ESq: 
l·MOTIOl!l lPORIlORD RltDIICl\'ION (IUIiDONt 
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CERTIFICATE OJl' SERVICE 
r hereby certify that I served the foregoing document, MOTION TO 
DISMISS, upon the following this /;-- day of January, 2011, by hand delivery, 
mailing with the necessary postage affixed thereto, facsimile, or overnight mail. 
Attorney Served: 
Bruce Pickett, Esq. 
Bonneville County Prosecutor 
60S N. Capital Ave. 
Idaho Falls, 1D 83402 
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KENT E. WHITTINGTON, ESQ. 
Whittington Law Office, Chartered 
1820 E. 17th St., Suite 340 
P.O. Box 2781 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83403 
Telephone: (208) 529-8765 
Idaho State Bar No. 2307 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
STATE OF IDAHO. ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
CASE NO. CR-09-19519 
Plaintiff, 
vs. BRIEF 
CRAIG CHARLES RISDON, 
Defendant. 
COMES NOW, Defendant, CRAIG CHARLES RISDON, through his 
attorney, Kent E. Whittington, Esq., and respectfully Submits the following 
Brief in support of Defendant's Motion To Dismiss For Lack Of Speedy Trial. 
History of the Case 
1. Defendant was arrested October 28, 2009 in California. 
2. Defendant was arraigned on November 12, 2009, and Preliminary 
Hearing was scheduled for November 25, 2011. 
3. Notice of Appearance by Defendant's counsel, November 16,2009. 
4. Stipulation to continue preliminary hearing, November 25, 2009. 
5. Stipulation to continue preliminary hearing, December 30, 2009 
(awaiting birth of child to obtain dna test results). 
6. Stipulation to continue preliminary hearing, January 30, 2010 
(due to conflict in defense counsel's schedule). 
7. Waiver of Prelinunary Hearing, February 10, 2010 (and 
Arraignment scheduled for February 24,2010). 
8. Defendant released to Pre-Trial Services, February 10. 2010. 
I-BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO DISMISS (RISDONt 
9. Information filed, February 16, 2010. 
10. February 25, 2010, Arraignment continued, (awaiting DNA test 
results) (rescheduled for May 5, 2010). 
11. Arraignment May 5, 2010. 
12. May 5, 2010, pre-trial conference scheduled for July 28, 2010 and 
jury trial scheduled for August 9,2010. 
13. July 28,2010, Pretrial conference. 
14. July 29, 2010, State's Motion To Continue Trial . 
15. August 2,2010, Order continuing jury trial from August 9,2010 to 
November 1, 2010. 
16. September 16, 2010, State's Motion To Continue Trial (State lab 
refused to retest DNA and state's witness from State Lab unavailable to 
January 1, 2011). 
17. September 20, 2011, Order continuing jury trial to January 24, 
2011. 
18. January 12, 2011, Defendant's Motion To Dismiss for lack of 
speedy trial. 
From the date of Defendant's arrest in California (October 28, 2009) to 
the date of his presently scheduled trial is almost 16 months. From the date 
the Information was filed herein to the date of Defendant's scheduled trial is 
just short of 12 months. Defendant has not requested a continuance of the 
trial at any time, nor waived his right to speedy trial. He did stipulate to 
continue preliminary hearings set early in the case while awaiting DNA testing 
of the child allegedly born of the alleged relationship of the defendant with the 
victim. On may 5, 2009 the defendant's jury trial was scheduled for August 9, 
2010. 
On July 28, 2010, the State moved to continue the trial (apparently due 
to a pregnancy of the State's witness who performed the DNA testing of the 
child, and the trial was rescheduled for November 1, 2010. The following Order 
was entered (original spelling and punctuation): 
2-BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO DISMISS (RISDON) 
"Based upon the Motion of the State, The Court finds appropriate delay 
under speedy trial issue due to Ms. Guess's physical health and the necessity 
of retesting the DNA evidence and the Jury Trial scheduled for August 9, 2010 
at 1:30 p.m., is hereby rescheduled to the 1 day of November, 2010 at 1:30 0, 
clock (sic) p.m." 
Dated this 2 day of August, 2010. 
lsi Jon J. Shindurling 
Judge 
On September 16, 2010 the State again moved to continue the jury trial 
set for November 1, 2010, and on September 16 2010, the trial was again 
postponed on Order of the Court to January 24, 2010. In its second Order 
continuing the jury trial, granted ex parte, the Court again found that due to 
the unavailability of the state's lab witness and the fact the state lab would not 
retest the DNA, there was appropriate delay under speedy trial (original spelling 
and punctuation): 
"Based upon the Motion of the State, The Court finds appropriate 
delay under speedy trial issue due to Ms. Guess's physical health and 
the fact that she will not be back in the lab until January 2011 and upon 
the Court's request the State resubmitted the DNA for retesting and was 
informed by the Idaho State Police Forensic Lab that they do not retest 
DNA and therefore the Jury Trial scheduled for November 1, 2010, at 
1:30 p.m., is hereby rescheduled to the 24 day of January, 2911 at 1:30 
0, clock p.m. 
Dated this 16 day of September, 2010. 
lsi Jon J. Shindurling 
Judge" 
Defense counsel neither consented nor objected to the Order, as it appeared 
the Court was twice finding good cause and the delays were warranted under 
Idaho Code 19-3501: 
§ 19-3501. WHEN ACTION MAY BE DISMISSED 
The court, unless good cause to the contrary is shown, must order the prosecution or indictment to be 
dismissed, in the following cases: 
f' f C 
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(1) When a person has been held to answer for a public offense, if an indictment or information is not found 
against him and filed with the court within six (6) months from the date of his arrest. 
(2) If a defendant, whose trial has not been postponed upon his application, is not brought to 
trial within six (6) months from the date that the information is filed with the court. 
(3) If a defendant, whose trial has not been postponed upon his application, is not brought to trial within six 
(6) months from the date that the defendant was arraigned before the court in which the indictment is 
found. 
(4) If a defendant, charged with a misdemeanor offense, whose trial has not been postponed upon his 
application, is not brought to trial within six (6) months from the date that the defendant enters a plea of 
not guilty with the court. 
(S) If a defendant, charged with both a felony or multiple felonies and a misdemeanor or 
multiple misdemeanors together in the same action or charging document, whose trial has not 
been postponed upon his application, is not brought to trial within six (6) months from the 
date that the information is filed with the court. 
(6) If a defendant, charged with both a felony or multiple felonies and a misdemeanor or multiple 
misdemeanors together in the same action or charging document, whose trial has not been postponed upon 
his application, is not brought to trial within six (6) months from the date that the defendant was arraigned 
before the court in which the indictment is found. (emphasis added). 
The Defendant lives in Austin, Texas. having relocated there from 
California in October, 2010 due to losing two jobs, the first at Camp Pendleton, 
California (for being incarcerated from October 28, 2009 to January 20. 2010), 
and the second at Neal Electric in Sun City. California (due to necessitated 
repeated trips to Idaho to appear during these proceedings). He is married and 
has two children, and his wife and children are financially dependent on him. 
In moving to Austin, Texas, Defendant's employer paid his moving expenses, 
but by contract with his employer, if he again loses this job (for example. due to 
incarceration). he will be required to repay the moving expenses to his 
employer. and his wife and children will be without support (see Affidavit of 
Craig Risdon). 
Although negotiations have been ongOing during the course of the 
proceedings, no agreement has been reached. and in January. 2011. 
notwithstanding his counsel's discouragement (citing the Court's findings in its 
Orders continuing the trial) the defendant requested counsel to file a motion to 
seek dismissal for lack of speedy trial. As a result, defendant's Motion To 
4-BRlEF IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO DISMISS (RISDON) 
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Dismiss was filed on January 12, 2010. It is urged, any delay in seeking a 
dismissal for lack of speedy trial, is properly assigned to defense counsel, and 
not the defendant. 
POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 
1. § 19-3501. WHEN ACTION MAY BE DISMISSED 
The court, unless good cause to the contrary is shown, must order the prosecution or indictment 
to be dismissed, in the following cases: 
(1) When a person has been held to answer for a public offense, if an indictment or information is not found 
against him and filed with the court within six (6) months from the date of his arrest. 
(2) If a defendant, whose trial has not been postponed upon his application, is not brought to 
trial within six (6) months from the date that the information is filed with the court. 
(3) If a defendant, whose trial has not been postponed upon his application, is not brought to trial within six 
(6) months from the date that the defendant was arraigned before the court in which the indictment is 
found. 
(4) If a defendant, charged with a misdemeanor offense, whose trial has not been postponed upon his 
application, is not brought to trial within six (6) months from the date that the defendant enters a plea of 
not guilty with the court. 
(5) If a defendant, charged with both a felony or multiple felonies and a misdemeanor or 
multiple misdemeanors together in the same action or charging document, whose trial has not 
been postponed upon his application, is not brought to trial within six (6) months from the 
date that the information is filed with the court. 
(6) If a defendant, charged with both a felony or multiple felonies and a misdemeanor or multiple 
misdemeanors together in the same action or charging document, whose trial has not been postponed upon 
his application, is not brought to trial within six (6) months from the date that the defendant was arraigned 
before the court in which the indictment is found. (EMPHASIS ADDED). 
2. Criminal defendants are guaranteed the right to a speedy public trial under the Sixth Amendment 
to the United States Constitution and under Article I, section 13 of the Idaho Constitution. In Idaho, these 
constitutional provisions have been supplemented by legislation that sets specific time limits within which a criminal 
defendant must be brought to trial. See I.C § 19-3501 (2000); see a/so Schrom v. Crame", 76 Idaho 1, 275 P.2d 979 
(1954). State v. Clark, 135 Idaho 255, 16 P.3d 931 (Idaho 2000) 
3. Thus, under I.C § 19-3501, criminal defendants are given additional protection beyond what is 
required by the United States and Idaho Constitutions. See State v. Brook~ 109 Idaho 726, 728, 710 P.2d 636, 638 
(Ct.App.1985). The statute mandates that unless the State can demonstrate "good cause" for a delay greater than 
six months, the court must dismiss the case. State v. Clark, 135 Idaho 255, 16 P.3d 931 
(Idaho 2000) 
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4. Good cause means that there is a substantial reason that rises to the level of a legal excuse for the 
delay. See State v. Johnson, 119 Idaho 56, 58, 803 P.2d 557, 559 (Ct.App.1990); State v. Stuart 113 Idaho at 494, 
496, 745 P.2d 1115, 1117 (Ct.App.1987). Because there is not a fixed rule for determining good cause for the delay 
of a trial, the matter is initially left to the discretion of the trial court. See Johnson, 119 Idaho at 58,803 P.2d at 559; 
Naccarato, 126 Idaho at 13, 878 P.2d at 187; see also People v. Johnson 26 Cal.3d 557, 162 Cal.Rptr. 431, 606 P.2d 
738, 746 (1980); Gallimore v. State, 944 P.2d 939, 943 (Okla.Crim.App.1997). State v. Clark, 135 Idaho 
255, 16 P.3d 931 (Idaho 2000) 
5. The ultimate question of whether legal excuse has been shown is a matter for judicial 
determination upon the facts and circumstances of each case. See Johnson 119 Idaho at 58, 803 P.2d at 559; 
Stuart 113 Idaho at 496, 745 P.2d at 1117. A trial judge does not have unbridled discretion to find good cause, 
however, and on appeal appellate courts will independently review the lower court's decision. See Johnson, 119 
Idaho at 58, 803 P.2d at 559; Stuart 113 Idaho at 496, 745 P.2d at 1117; Naccarato, 126 Idaho at 13, 878 P.2d at 
187. State v. Clark, 135 Idaho 255, 16 P.3d 931 (Idaho 2000) 
6. A defendant's right to a speedy trial, is a fundamental right protected by the United States and 
Idaho Constitutions and by I.e. § 19-3501. See Klopfer v. State of North Carolina, 386 U.s. 213, 87 S.Ct. 988, 18 
L.Ed.2d 1 (1967); State v. Lindsa)/;. 96 Idaho 474,475,531 P.2d 236, 237 (1975). State v. Clark, 135 
Idaho 255, 16 P.3d 931 (Idaho 2000) 
7. Whether there was an infringement of a defendant's statutory right to a speedy trial presents a 
mixed question of law and fact. The Appellate Court will defer to the trial court's findings of fact if supported by 
substantial and competent evidence. See McNelis v. McNeli~ 119 Idaho 349, 351, 806 P.2d 442, 444 (1991). On 
appeal, an appellate court, however, exercises free review of the trial court's conclusions of law. See Clements 
Farms, Inc. v. Ben Fish & Son, 120 Idaho 185, 188,814 P.2d 917, 920 (1991), and may substitute its view for that of 
the trial court on a legal issue. See Idaho Appellate Handbook, Standards of Appellate Review in State and Federal 
Courts, § 4.2 (1996). State v. Clark, 135 Idaho 255, 16 P.3d 931 (Idaho 2000); 
State v. Moore, 148 Idaho 887, 231 P.3d 532 (Idaho App. 2010). 
8. When a defendant who invokes his statutory speedy trial rights is not brought to trial within six 
months and shows that trial was not postponed at his request, the burden then shifts to the state to demonstrate 
good cause for the court to decline to dismiss an action. State v. Rodriquez-Perez, 129 Idaho 29, 38, 921 P.2d 206, 
215 (Ct.App.1996). "Good cause" means that there was a substantial reason for the delay that rises to the level of a 
legal excuse. State v. Young, 136 Idaho 113, 116, 29 P.3d 949, 952 (2001); Clark, 135 Idaho at 260, 16 P.3d at 936. 
State v. Moore, 148 Idaho 887, 231 P.3d 532 (Idaho App. 2010). 
9. " Good cause" means that there was a substantial reason for the delay that rises to the level of a 
legal excuse. State v. Young, 136 Idaho 113, 116, 29 P.3d 949, 952 (2001); Clark, 135 Idaho at 260, 16 P.3d at 936. 
Analysis of whether there was good cause for a statutory speedy trial violation is not simply a determination of who 
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was responsible for the delay and how long the case has been pending. Young, 136 Idaho at 116, 29 P.3d at 952. 
Rather, the analysis should focus upon the reason for the delay. lei." State v. Moore, 148 Idaho 887, 
231 P.3d 532 (Idaho App. 2010). 
10. But the reason for the delay cannot be evaluated entirely in a vacuum and a good cause 
determination may take into account the additional factors listed in Barker v. Wingo, 407 U.S. 514, 530,92 S,Ct 
2182, 2192, 33 l.Ed.2d 101, 117 (1972). See C/ar/y 135 Idaho at 260, 16 P.3d at 936. Thus, insofar as they bear on 
the sufficiency or strength of the reason for the delay, a court may consider (1) the length of the delay; (2) whether 
the defendant asserted the right to a speedy trial; and (3) the prejudice to the defendant. However, the reason for 
the delay lies at the heart of a good cause determination under I.e. § 19-3501. lei. State v. Moore, 148 
Idaho 887, 231 P.3d 532 (Idaho App. 2010). 
11. The ultimate question of whether legal excuse has been shown is a matter for judicial 
determination upon the facts and circumstances of each case. A trial judge does not have unbridled discretion to find 
good cause, however, and on appeal the appellate court will independently review the lower court's exercise of 
discretion. lei. It will first examine the reason for the delay and then address the remaining Barker v. Wingo factors 
as they apply to the case. State v. Moore, 148 Idaho 887, 231 P.3d 532 (Idaho App. 
2010). 
12, In evaluating the reason for the delay, different weights are assigned to different reasons. United 
States v. Loud Haw/y 474 U.s. 302,315,106 S.Ct. 648,656, 881.Ed.2d 640, 654 (1986); State v. Davi0 141 Idaho 
828, 837, 118 P.3d 160, 169 (Ct.App.2005). Our speedy trial standards recognize that pretrial delay is often both 
inevitable and wholly justifiable. Doggett v. United States, 505 U,S, 647,656, 112 S.Ct. 2686, 2693, 120 l.Ed.2d 520, 
531 (1992); Davi0 141 Idaho at 837, 118 P.3d at 169. We attach great weight to considerations such as the state's 
need for time to collect witnesses, oppose pretrial motions, or locate the defendant in the event that he or she goes 
into hiding. lei. A valid reason, such as a missing witness, should serve to justify appropriate delay. Barke", 407 U.s. 
at 531, 92 S.Ct. at 2192, 33 l.Ed.2d at 117. However, there is an enormous difference between being 
inconvenienced and being unavailable. C/ar/y 135 Idaho at 260,16 P.3d at 936; Davi0 141 Idaho at 837, 118 P.3d at 
169, True unavailability suggests an unqualified inability to attend, while inconvenience merely implies that 
attendance at trial would be burdensome. lei. State v. Moore, 148 Idaho 887, 231 P.3d 532 
(Idaho App. 2010). 
13. A deliberate attempt to delay the trial in order to hamper the defense should be weighed 
heavily against the state. Barke", 407 U.s. at 531, 92 S.Ct. at 2192,33 l.Ed.2d at 117; Davi0 141 Idaho at 837, 118 
P.3d at 169. A more neutral reason, such as negligence or overcrowded courts, should be weighed less heavily but 
nevertheless should be considered since the ultimate responsibility for such circumstances must rest with the state 
rather than with the defendant. Barke", 407 U.s. at 531, 92 S.Ct. at 2192,33 l.Ed.2d at 117; Davi0 141 Idaho at 
837, 118 P.3d at 169; State v. Wavric/y 123 Idaho 83, 89,844 P.2d 712, 718 (Ct.App.1992). While not compelling 
relief in every case where a bad-faith delay would make relief virtually automatic, neither is negligence automatically 
tolerable simply because the accused cannot demonstrate exactly how it has prejudiced him or her. Doggett; 505 
U.s. at 657, 112 S.Ct. at 2693,120 L.Ed.2d at 531-32; Davi0 141 Idaho at 837-38, 118 P.3d at 169-70. Although 
negligence is weighed more lightly than a deliberate intent to harm the accused's defense, it still falls on the wrong 
side of the divide between acceptable and unacceptable reasons for delaying a criminal prosecution. lei. State v. 
Moore, 148 Idaho 887, 231 P.3d 532 (Idaho App. 2010). 
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14. Barker's four-part speedy trial test creates no bright line boundaries. Rather, the Supreme Court 
pointed out that because of the [231 P.3d 547] imprecision of the right to a speedy trial, the length of delay that 
will provoke an inquiry into whether those rights have been violated is necessarily dependent upon the peculiar 
circumstances of the case. Barke", 407 U.s. at 530-31, 92 S.Ct. at 2192,33 L.Ed.2d at 116-17. State v. 
Moore, 148 Idaho 887, 231 P.3d 532 (Idaho App. 2010). 
15. The nature of the case is also of import in determining the period of delay that can be tolerated, 
for the period that is reasonable for prosecution of an ordinary street crime is considerably less than for a complex 
conspiracy charge. Id at 531, 92 S.Ct. at 2192, 33 L.Ed.2d at 117; Lope~ 144 Idaho at 353, 160 P.3d at 1288; 
Davi~ 141 Idaho at 837,118 P.3d at 169; State v. McNew, 131 Idaho 268,272,954 P.2d 686, 690 (Ct.App.1998). 
State v. Moore, 148 Idaho 887, 231 P.3d 532 (Idaho App. 2010). 
16. In the context of a constitutional speedy trial analysis, the defendant's assertion of his or her right 
to a speedy trial is entitled to strong evidentiary weight in determining whether the defendant is being deprived of 
the right. Barke", 407 U.S. at 531-32, 92 S.Ct. at 2192-93,33 L.Ed.2d at 117-18. Failure to assert the right will make 
it difficult for a defendant to prove that he or she was denied a speedy trial. Id at 532, 92 S.Ct. at 2193, 33 L.Ed.2d 
at 117-18. State v. Moore, 148 Idaho 887, 231 P.3d 532 (Idaho App. 2010). 
17. That is, the timing of a defendant's assertion of the right tends to disclose whether a defendant 
actually desired a speedy trial, State v. Ho/ts/ande", 102 Idaho 306, 312, 629 P.2d 702, 708 (1981), and is closely 
related to and affects other Barkerfactors, including prejudice and reasons for the delay. Beefy 128 Idaho at 421, 
913 P.2d at 1191. State v. Moore, 148 Idaho 887, 231 P.3d 532 (Idaho App. 2010). 
18. The fourth factor in the Barkeranalysis is prejudice to the accused caused by the delay. Prejudice 
is to be assessed in light of the interests that the right to a speedy trial is designed to protect: (1) to prevent 
oppressive pretrial incarceration; (2) to minimize anxiety and concern of the accused; and (3) to limit the possibility 
that the defense will be impaired. Barke", 407 U.s. at 532, 92 S.Ct. at 2193, 33 L.Ed.2d at 118; Young, 136 Idaho at 
118,29 P.3d at 954; Lope~ 144 Idaho at 354-55, 160 P.3d at 1289-90. The third of these is the most significant 
because a hindrance to adequate preparation of the defense" skews the fairness of the entire system." Barke", 407 
U.s. at 532,92 S.Ct at 2193, 33 L.Ed.2d at 118; Lope~ 144 Idaho at 355, 160 P.3d at 1290. See a/so State v. 
Hemande~ 133 Idaho 576,583,990 P.2d 742, 749 (Ct.App.1999). State v. Moore, 148 Idaho 887, 
231 P.3d 532 (Idaho App. 2010). 
ARGUMENT 
The Defendant was arrested on October 28, 2009. His initial appearance 
before the magistrate was November 12, 2009. The Information against him 
was filed on February 16, 2010. His arraignment was on May 5, 2010. It has 
now been almost 15 months since his arrest, and eleven months since the 
Information was filed; and nine months since his arraignment. The trial has 
been scheduled three times: 1) August 9, 2010; 2) November 1, 2010; and 3) 
January 24, 2011. Neither of the continuances of the trial were consented to 
or requested by the Defendant. Both requests for continuances were by the 
State, for the stated reasons of the pregnancy of the state's witness, and the 
a-BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO DISMISS (RISDON) 
refusal of the state lab to retest the DNA. Whether this was a matter of 
necessity or of inconvenience, defendant is unaware. It is noted, however, the 
continuances were requested by the State, the latter continuance without input 
of the defendant or his counseL 
The defendant was incarcerated for a period of 104 days, and while it is 
true he was released to Pretrial Services on February 10, 2010, he has been 
subject to anxiety and concern, losing two jobs due to his incarceration and 
repeated trips to appear in the proceedings (and may well likely lose his current 
job). The anxiety and concern of the defendant has been overwhelming and 
greatly magnified by the delays in the case (see Affidavit of Craig Charles 
Risdon, January 18, 2011 fIled herewith). 
The case against tl~e Defendant is not complicated or complex, and it is 
respectfully submitted, the delays after the initially scheduled trial to the 
presently should be weighed heavily against the State. It is the State's burden 
to afford the Defendant his fundamental right to a speedy trial both under the 
Constitutions of the United States and the State of Idaho, as well as the more 
restrictive mandate of Idaho Code 19-3501. The inconvenience of the State's 
witness due to pregnancy is an insufficient reason to violate the defendant's 
rights. The State could have and should have retested the DNA, and the fact 
that the lab was unwilling to do so is not an excuse sufficient to meet the 
State's burden. 
Finally, the defendant's failure to assert his right to a speedy trial should 
be held to his attorney, as he did raise the issue previously to his counsel, but 
due to the Court's language of the Orders continuing the trial, counsel believed 
the Court was making the findings necessary under Idaho Code 19-3501, and 
counsel discouraged the Defendant from so asserting his rights before he did. 
Such should not be held against the defendant, but might even be held to 
amount to ineffective assistance of counsel. 
Respectfully submitted this ;hay of January, 2011. 
K/lnt E. Whittington, E . 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that I served the foregoing document, BRIEF IN 
SUPPORT OF MOTION TO DISMISS, upon the following this d day of 
January, 2011, by hand delivery, mailing with the necessary postage affixed 
thereto, facsimile, or overnight maiL 
Attorney Served: 
Bruce Pickett, Esq. 
Bonneville County Prosecutor 
605 N. Capital Ave. 
Idaho Falls, ID 83402 
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By: 
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[Qrfand delivery 
o Facsirnile 
529-1189 
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KENT E. WHITTINGTON, ESQ. 
Whittington Law Office, Chartered 
1820 E. 17th St., Suite 340 
P.O. Box 2781 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83403 
Telephone: (208) 529-8765 
Idaho State Bar No. 2307 
IN THE DISTRICT COURf OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTI OF BONNEVILLE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CRAIG CHARLES RISDON, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
--------------------------~) 
STATE OF TEXAS 
County Of ________ _ 
) ss. 
) 
CASE NO. CR-09-19519 
AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORf OF MOTION 
TO DISMISS 
CRAIG CHARLES RISDON, being first duly sworn on oath, deposes and 
says: 
1. That I am the Defendant in the above-entitled matter. 
2. That I make this affidavit of my own knowledge, information and 
belief. and I am competent to testify of the matters herein contained. 
3. That I have been asked by my attorney to describe the anxiety and 
concern I have experienced during the pendency of this action against me, and 
this is my response. 
4. I have so much anxiety and stress that it has put my everyday life in turmoil. I sit here 
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waiting to be told some good news. All I've been able to do for the last 15 months is Stress about trying to 
find a job that I might be able to support my family, This is the 3rd job i've had to find due to traveling to 
court. I have lost 2 of them already due to having to take to many days off. My family and i were homeless at 
one time because of it, We just in October moved to Texas with a company that paid for the move, provided i 
sign a 2 year contract that in the event i quit or am to be fired i have to pay back the housing allowance of 
$3000.00. I've had to sell everything I own to make ends meet, I have to fly to get to court and now i cannot 
afford to do it anymore. the stress it has put on me as led me to get therapy and seek professional help, I 
have been diagnosed with Anxiety disorder, PTSD, Insomnia, OCD, and depression disorder. My family and I 
are in turmoil not knowing what else to do, we have nothing left. Everything has gone into the court. 
4. In the Past 15 months I Have felt Fear, Emotional shame, Lack of emotion and so many 
more. I have sought counseling and psychiatric help. I have been diagnosed with ADHD, PTSD, OCD, and 
Insomnia. I've tried to retain what little family life I have, and as you can guess this has been difficult. Every 
time we start to think life might start to get better we have the rug pulled out from under us. I am having a 
hard time supporting my family with having to save up to fly in and out of Idaho. I reside in Austin, TX, and 
at a minimum it will cost $300.00 one-way to fly there. I have made this trip 6 times now, and still have 
resolved nothing. I have been bouncing back and forth between jobs, Due to flying back and forth and to and 
from court. I've been laid off twice. Now for the third time I have started a career with a major corporation 
with hopes of trying to better my life. I Now work for Samsung Austin Semiconductor, as a maintenance 
Technician. I had to sign a contract with them for a 2 year minimum for the housing allowance I was given in 
the amount of $3,000.00. If at any time with in the 2 year I quit I will be responsible for the full 
reimbursement of the funds. I am also fearful of the annual back ground check. and being fired. I also have 
a family life that has suffered greatly. My wife and I are in couples counseling and marriage therapy. We 
have just again started to rebuild our relationship. Fear of the sex offender registry is keeping me on the 
border of poverty, and scared for my family safety and lively-hood. 
5. Further your affiant sayeth not. 
DATED this day of January, 2011. 
Craig Charles Risdon 
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4. 
sorne 
IN SUPPORr 
Subscribed and 0,,,,,,'1"''''' 
G~ARlENE FRANCES. KUBECK 
MY COMMISSION EXPlflES 
DECEMBER1?, 2014 
Attomc:;y Served: .....  
N. Cc1.pitalAve. 
FaJls;.ID83402 
., AFFlDAvn' IN S~J"POIil' OF 
Bv: 
o Mai1fng 
C91iand 
OF'acsimile 
529:.1189 
11. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this ___ day of January, 2011. 
Notary Public for the State of Texas 
Residing at: 
My Commission Expires: 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I her~ certifY that I served the foregoing document upon the following this 
0~ "Z.tJ(( ~~ay of ~, ~by hand delivery, mailing with the necessary postage 
affixed thereto, facsimile, or overnight mail. 
Attorney Served: 
Bruce L. Pickett, Esq. 
Bonneville County Prosecutor 
605 N. Capital Ave. 
Idaho Falls, ID 83402 
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By: 
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Btiand delivery 
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BRUCE L. PICKETT 
BONNEVILLE COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
Bruce L. Pickett 
Prosecuting Attorney 
605 North Capital Avenue 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83402 
Phone: (208) 529-1348 
Fax: (208) 529-1189 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
ST ATE OF IDAHO, COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CRAIG CHARLES RISDON, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) Case No. CR-09-19519 
) 
) NOTICE OF INTENT TO USE 404(b) 
) EVIDENCE OF PRIOR BAD ACTS BY THE 
) DEFENDANT AT TRIAL 
) 
) 
) 
The State herby submits notice of intent to introduce at trial 404(b) evidence of defendant's 
prior uncharged acts of sexual misconduct to demonstrate a common scheme or plan, "proof of 
motive, opportunity, intent, preparation, plan, knowledge, identity, or absence of mistake or 
accident..." I.R.E. 404(b). 
/C/ 
Dated this _,_ day of January 2011 
NOTICE OF INTENT 404-B 
Bruce L. Picket~ 
Prosecuting Attorney 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the 19th day of January 2011, I served a true and correct 
copy ofthe foregoing document on the following parties by hand delivery or by placing the same 
in the mail with the correct postage affixed thereon: 
DOCUMENT SERVED: 404-b notice 
PARTIES SERVED: Kent Whittington 
fax 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83402 
Legal Assistant 
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BRUCE L. PICKETT 
BONNEVILLE COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY II 19 Pli 2= 10 
Bruce L. Pickett 
Prosecuting Attorney 
605 North Capital A venue 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83402 
Phone: (208) 529-1348 
Fax: (208) 529-1189 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
STATE OF IDAHO, COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CRAIG CHARLES RISDON, 
Defendant. 
) Case No. CR-09-19519 
) 
) MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF INTENT 
) TO USE 404(b) EVIDENCE OF PRIOR BAD 
) ACTS BY THE DEFENDANT AT TRIAL 
) 
) 
-------------- ) 
The State submits this memorandum in support ofthe notice of intent to introduce at trial 
404(b) evidence of defendant's prior uncharged acts of sexual misconduct to demonstrate a common 
scheme or plan, '"proof of motive, opportunity, intent, preparation, plan, knowledge, identity, or 
absence of mistake or accident. .. " LR.E. 404(b). 
I. FACTS OF THIS JURISDICTION 
1. Mr. Risdon had sex multiple times with  as many as 4-8 times a 
week here in Idaho starting in February of 2009. 
2. The sexual relationship started in Washington in the month prior to the family moving to 
Idaho. 
3. Craig Risdon was charged with two counts of Statutory Rape here in Idaho. 
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4. An offer of proof is attached which is the statement from  along 
with the police report. 
5. The statement from  and the police report was provided to defense 
in 2009. 
6. There is no new information. 
II. LAW 
Idaho Rule of Evidence 404(b) prohibits the admission of evidence of other crimes, wrongs, 
or acts for the purpose of proving a defendant's criminal propensity (inclination to do 
something). LR.E. 404(b). Nonetheless, such evidence is admissible for other purposes, such as 
"proof of motive, opportunity, intent, preparation, plan, knowledge, identity, or absence of 
mistake or accident.. .. " LR.E. 404(b). See also State v. Avila, 137 Idaho 410, 412, (Ct.App.2002). 
In determining the admissibility of such evidence the Supreme Court has utilized a two-pronged 
analysis. The first prong involves two-parts: (a) whether there is sufficient evidence to establish 
the other crime or bad act as fact; and (b) whether the fact of another crime or bad act, if 
established, would be relevant to a material disputed issue concerning the crime charged, other 
than propensity. State v. Grist, 147 Idaho, 49, 53 (2009). The second prong in the analysis 
requires a determination of whether danger of unfair prejudice substantially outweighs the 
probative value of the evidence. State v. Atkinson, 124 Idaho 816, 819 (Ct.App.l993). This 
balancing is committed to the discretion of the trial judge. State v. Field, 144 Idaho 559,569 
(2007). 
Prong 1a: Other Crime as Fact 
The first prong of the analysis is not satisfied without a determination that there is sufficient 
evidence to establish the other crime or bad act as fact. State v. Parmer, 147 Idaho 210, 216 
(2009). The Supreme Court ofIdaho in State v. Grist recently overruled a district court holding 
which allowed the admission of Rule 404(b) evidence in a case concerning lewd conduct with a 
minor under sixteen. Grist, 147 Idaho at 52. In that case, the district court properly ruled "that the 
probative value [of the evidence] would substantially outweigh the danger of unfair prejudice." 
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ld. at 53. However, the case was overruled because the district courts failed to make a 
determination as to whether there was sufficient evidence to establish the prior bad acts as fact 
and ruled only on the relevance and the balancing of the prejudicial effect and probative value. 
ld. To establish a prior bad act as fact "a trial court must determine that there is sufficient 
evidence to support a reasonable conclusion that the act occurred and that the defendant was the 
actor." State v. Parmer, 147 Idaho 210,215 (2009). Such determination may come through 
various sources including but not limited to "reliance on affidavits, stipulations by the parties, 
live testimony ... " ld. Regardless of how the trial court comes to the conclusion that sufficient 
evidence exists to establish a prior bad act as fact it must articulate a separate finding besides the 
probative value or relevance. ld. 
Prong Ib: Relevant to a Material Disputed Issue 
The first prong in determining the admissibility of evidence also requires that the prior bad 
act be used for a purpose other than propensity and be relevant to a material disputed issue. ld. In 
Grist, the Supreme Court of Idaho stated that evidence may be admissible if relevant to show a 
common scheme or plan between two or more crimes "so related to each other that proof of one 
tends to establish the other, knowledge, identity, or absence of mistake or accident." Grist, 147 
Idaho at 54. For example, in State v. Tolman evidence of sexual acts between the defendant and 
three different victims was relevant to show a common scheme or plan to target young victims by 
gaining their "confidence, trust, and friendship by inveigling them to accompany him on various 
errands and adventures .... then subject[ing] his victims to sexual abuse." !d., 121 Idaho 899, 905 
(1992). In that case the court warned against an liberal interpretation of "common scheme or 
plan," stating: "We do not suggest today that any and all evidence of prior sexual misconduct is 
admissible in sex crime cases merely by placing it under the rubric of corroborative evidence of a 
common scheme or plan." ld. However, the Supreme Court in Grist acknowledges that "where 
relevant to the credibility of the parties, evidence of a common criminal design is admissible." 
120 Idaho at 746. (Citing Moore). Thus, as LR.E. 404(b) indicates evidence is relevant and may 
be admissible for the purposes of showing "preparation, plan, knowledge, [and] identity," which 
purposes are commonly referred to as "common scheme or plan." 
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Prong 2: Probative Value Outweighs Potential Prejudice 
The second and final prong in detennining the admissibility of evidence under LR.E. 404(b) 
requires a balancing of whether the probative value of the evidence substantially outweighs any 
unfair prejudice. State v. Atkinson, 124 Idaho 816, 819 (Ct.App.1993). "This detennination is left 
to the discretion of the trial court." Parmer at 197. In detennining the probative value the trial 
court should consider the effect of the evidence in proving propensity and bad character, which is 
discouraged by 404(b). Grist, 147 Idaho at 1188. Nevertheless, if the value of the evidence 
outweighs the potential unfair prejudice by demonstrate a common scheme or plan, "proof of 
motive, opportunity, intent, preparation, plan, knowledge, identity, or absence of mistake or 
accident. .. " than it can be admitted. LR.E. 404(b). 
Ifboth elements required for the admission of evidence are met, as detennined on a case-by-
case basis by the trial court, than evidence of other crimes or wrongs is allowed in a sexual abuse 
cases as well as other cases. Grist, 147 Idaho at 52. M. CLARK, REPORT OF THE IDAHO 
STATE BAR EVIDENCE COMMITTEE, C 404, p. 4 (4th Supp.1985). 
The infonnation that the State intends to introduce at trial would be other events that Mr. 
Risdon is not currently charged with due to the fact that elsewhere or it is repetitive behavior. It 
is to show the motive, plan, knowledge, opportunity, intent, preparation, plan knowledge, or 
absence of mistake. 
Conclusion 
The evidence the State intends to use to show Mr. Risdons, plan, motive opportunity and 
intent etc. It also must come in so that the jury can understand the nature ofthis relationship. 
Dated this /~ day of January 2011 
Memo in support of 404-B notice 
Bruce L. Pickett 
Prosecuting Attorney 
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Kent Whittington 
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Idaho Falls, Idaho 83402 
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Agency: BCSO 
Daterrime Reported I Daterrime Found 
10/06/2009 20:06 10/06/2009 20:06 
Incident Location 
Case Summary Report 
Case Number: 2009-12299 
Incident Information 
Officer 
Date: 11119/200908:22:03 
Last Modified: 11111/2009 16:51 : 19 
I Dateffime Found 
10/06/2009 20: 06 (383CXC) CHANDLER, CHEVOIT 
r ~.-~ t ,. , Charges I , 
~ ,~ 
'" 
. _-". ' ' - - ~ . 
i I Charge Type I Description Statute I VCR 10 ! 1 State LEWD CONDUCT WITH CHILD UNDER 16 - ADULT OFFENDER 18-1 508 II C Ii:'] , 
Alcohol, Drugs or Computers Used I Location Type I Premises Entered I Forced Entry Weapons 
o Alcohol 0 Drugs 0 Computers RESIDENCEIHOME o Yes Ii:'] No I. None 
Entry , Exit , Criminal Activity 2. 
NONE -UNKNOWN 3. 
Bias Motivation I Bias Target I Bias Circumstances Hate Group 
I 
'",-
Victims 
.,...;;~ .-
" 
!Seq. * I Type 
, 1 INDIVIDUAL ' InjUrieS None 
, Residency Status r Ethnicity 
Non-Hispanic 
Name(Last, First, M) 
,:ace I ;ex I IAge 
 JUVENILE RAPE  
Address ne 
Employer Name/Address Business Phone 
SKYLINE H.S. 1 
Victim of Crimes 
1 I 
Att 
Com 
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Case Summary Report 
Agency: BCSO Case Number: 2009-12299 Date: ll1191200908:22:03 
Last Modified: 11/111200916:51:19 
r 
Offenders 
-
" 
~ -', 
:Stq.N ' I Type 
,1 INDIVIDUAL I Name(Last, First, M) RISDON, CRAIG CHARLES 
AKA I ~ce I~x IDOB I Age I Height I Weight 0 29 5'10" - 6'00" 130lbs 
Address Home Phone 
29801 AVENIDA DE REAL, SUN CITY, CA 92586 
Employer Name/Address Business Phone 
Scars, Marks, Tatoos or other distinguishing features 
Tattoo, Ann, Left - Celtic; Tattoo, Shoulder, Left - Vampire; TattoolRightiAbdomin-Celtic Dagger; Tattoo, Wrist, Left - Eye OfRa; Tattoo, 
Ankle, Right - Spiders 
Physical Characteristics 
Suspect Details 
-
- -
_._-
~ , ". ", . ' 
-. 
Other Persons Involved 
" 
.c 
{Name Code ISeqt I Name (Last, First, M) I ~ce Sex IDOB 2 
 M Rep~rf:iDgr·r:tY 
Address Home Phone 
Employer Name/Address Business Phone 
,::~ame Code I Seq. * I Name (Last, First, M) I ~ce Sex IIDOB Ii"';": ron P 2  F 0"elM), , g . ,arty 
Address Home Phone 
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Employer Name/Address Business Phone 
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-
II FRIED (0 RISDON, CRAIG CHARLES 
'" 
PARE to
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II FRIEND {;M RISDON, CRAIG CHARLES 
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a e ummary Report 
umber: 2009-12299 
L_.~ __________________ . ____ ~ ______ a_r_r~a_ti_v __ e_s ____________________ ~ __ ~ 
On 10/06/2009 at approximately 2006 hours, I was dispatched to reference a report of sexual abuse that had 
occurred in Bonneville County, Idaho. 
Upon my arrival, I contacted the victim's father, who informed me that his 15 year-old-daughter, , had 
been sexually involved with/assaulted by a family friend, Craig Risdon. Dan was not sure of Risdon's birthday; however, he believes Risdon is 
twenty-eight (28) years old. 
I spoke with  his wife and  about what had happened. As the conversation became more detailed about what 
had transpired between  and Risdon, seemed to become a little uncomfortable/embarrassed about giving specifics 
concerning what had transpired. I asked if she was uncomfortable talking to me about the details of her and Risdon ' s relationship or if it made 
her uncomfortable to explain what happened in front of her parents. She said she would prefer to speak to me alone regarding the details of the 
sexual relationship. agreed, so I gave them statement torms to complete and spoke to a alone in the living room. 
a told me that she and Risdon had a sexual relationship beginning on 1/01/2009 and terminating about the first week of April, 2009. 
On 1/0112009, a, her siblings and Risdon were living with some family friends at  in Tacoma, Washington, 
while  parents were in Idaho getting jobs and establishing a residence for the family. was fifteen at the time and Risdon 
asked her if she would have sex with him. She agreed and they had intercourse on that date and continued a sexual relationship, in Tacoma, tor 
the remainder of January, 2009. 
In early February, were ready for their children to eome to Idaho. In return tor driving their belongings and children to Idaho, 
n agreed to let Risdon (and his I year-old-son) live with them in Idaho while Risdon attempted to get ajob here. As they were traveling to 
Idaho, , her siblings and Risdon went to his girlfriend's apartment in Troutdale, Oregon. During their stay at the Troutdale apartment, 
Risdon again had intercourse with . 
Risdon and the family lived together at  in Bonneville County, Idaho from early February, 2009 until early 
April, 2009. During this time period, Risdon and a continued a sexual relationship and had intercourse at the residence an estimated 
four to eight (4-8) times per week. a did not discuss this with anyone and her family did not suspect anything untoward was occurring 
between the two. 
There was some discord between Risdon and the s concerning his inability/unwillingness to obtain ajob while staying at their house. 
About the first week of April, Risdon went back to Oregon to collect his girlfriend and bring her to Idaho. In his absence the decided 
not to let him stay with them any longer. When Risdon returned to Idaho they informed him of their decision and, shortly thereafter, he left for 
Oregon. At the same time period, the n family moved to  in Bonneville County. 
During (and after) Risdon's and sexual relationship, continued to have normal menstrual cycles; however, in 
September, had cause to believe she may be pregnant. After a voiced her conct-'I11S to her mother, purchased an 
over-the-counter pregnancy test for and the results of that test were positive for pregnancy. Because had started dating a 
local boy, " about five months earlier (and the two had been engaging in a sexually active relationship) she and believed that the 
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baby was theirs. However, after having a sonogram and seeing an obstetrician,  learned that she was actually in the thirtieth (30th) 
week of her pregnancy. This meant it was not possible the child she is carrying was fathered by  I asked a if she has had 
intercourse with anyone other than Risdon or and she was adamant that she has not. Incidentally, is fifteen (15) years old and 
both sets of parents are now aware that their respective children have been engaging in a sexual relationship. 
I made a digital recording of my conversations with , and and have attached it to this case report. I also obtained 
written/signed statements from each of them and have placed those into Records' in-box to be scanned into the case report as well. In addition, 
the are contacting law enforcement authorities (in the appropriate jurisdictions) in Washington and Oregon to pursue criminal charges 
against Risdon in those states. 
The believe Risdon is currently living somewhere in California; however, they do not know what his address is. They did give me 
two phone numbers and committed to forward any address information they acquire in the future. They believe that Risdon is unaware 
a is pregnant, nor does he know the are aware he was having intercourse with . They will attempt to maintain a civil 
tone with Risdon, if they speak to him, and will pretend they are still ignorant ofhis criminal actions in an attempt to elicit information 
concerning his whereabouts and will convey any such information to the Sheriffs Office. 
I am forwarding this case report and the attached statements to the Bonneville County Prosecutor's Otlice with a request that charges/a 
warrant be issued against Risdon for the crime of Lewd Conduct With [a] Minor Child Under Sixteen, I.C. 18-1508. 
Incidentally, I was able to locate a Craig Risdon on myspace.com who says he is from Troutsdalc, Orcgon and is 29 years old; however, I 
could not access the full webpage as I am not listed as a 'friend.' 
Deputy C. Chandler (383) 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
STATE OF IDAHO, COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CRAIG CHARLES RISDON, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CR-2009-0019519-FE 
STATE'S MEMORANDUM IN 
OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT'S 
MOTION TO DISMISS FOR 
SPEEDY TRIAL 
Comes now the State of Idaho by and through its counsel of record, Bruce L. Pickett, of 
the Bonneville County Prosecuting Attorneys offices and submits this Memorandum in 
Opposition to the Motion to Dismiss for Speedy Trial. 
Basic Facts 
1. Complaint filed on October 16, 2009 and Preliminary hearing scheduled for 
November 25,2009. 
2. StipUlation to Continue filed as the 15 year old mother was scheduled to give birth 
December 12,2009. Preliminary hearing moved to December 30,2009. 
3. Preliminary Hearing waived on February 10,2010 after being continued two other 
times. 
4. Arraignment continued on February 24,2010 by the defense as defendant was out 
of State. 
5. Arraignment held April 25 2010 continued as Defense Counsel was out of town. 
6. Arraignment held May 5,2010. Trial date set for August 9, 2010. 
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7. State filed a Motion to continue the trial on July 28, 2010 to continue as the 
State's witness was ordered to bed rest for pregnancy related issues. At that time the State 
indicated in its Motion that the witness was unavailable until March 2011. 
8. Jury trial was scheduled November 1, 2010. State was Ordered to retest evidence. 
9. September 15, 2010, the State renewed its Motion to continue after determining 
the lab would not retest the DNA evidence. 
10. September 16, 2010 the Court signed an Order continuing trial finding appropriate 
delay until January 24,2011. 
Current Case Law in Idaho 
Whether there was an infringement of a defendant's right to speedy trial 
presents a mixed question oflaw and fact. State v. Clark, 135 Idaho 255,257, 16 
P .3d 931, 933 (2000). While we defer to the trial court's findings of fact if 
supported by substantial and competent evidence, we exercise free review of the 
trial court's conclusions of law. Id. When a defendant who invokes his statutory 
speedy trial rights is not brought to trial within six months and shows that trial 
was not postponed at his request, the burden then shifts to the state to demonstrate 
good cause for the court to decline to dismiss an action. State v. Rodriquez-Perez, 
129 Idaho 29, 38, 921 P.2d 206, 215 (Ct.App.l996). "Good cause" means that 
there was a substantial reason for the delay that rises to the level of a legal excuse. 
State v. Young, 136 Idaho 113, 116,29 P.3d 949,952 (2001); Clark, 135 Idaho at 
260, 16 P.3d at 936. Analysis of whether there was good cause for a statutory 
speedy trial violation is not simply a determination of who was responsible for the 
delay and how long the case has been pending. Young, 136 Idaho at 116,29 P.3d 
at 952. Rather, the analysis should focus upon the reason for the delay. Id. But the 
reason for the delay cannot be evaluated entirely in a vacuum and a good cause 
determination may take into account the additional factors listed in Barker v. 
Wingo, 407 U.S. 514, 530, 92 S.Ct. 2182, 2192, 33 L.Ed.2d 101, 117 (1972). See 
Clark, 135 Idaho at 260, 16 P.3d at 936. Thus, insofar as they bear on the 
sufficiency or strength of the reason for the delay, a court may consider (1) the 
length of the delay; (2) whether the defendant asserted the right to a speedy trial; 
and (3) the prejudice to the defendant. However, the reason for the delay lies at 
the heart of a good cause determination under I.C. § 19-3501. Id. 
[19][20] The ultimate question of whether legal excuse has been shown is a 
matter for judicial determination upon the facts and circumstances of each case. A 
trial judge does not have unbridled discretion to find good cause, however, and on 
appeal we will independently review the lower court's exercise of discretion. Id. 
Statev. Moore 148 Idaho 887, 231 P.3d 532 
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The State has not purposely delayed any hearings in this matter. The continuances are 
due to the Defendant being out of the State of Idaho and the unavailable witness. The State 
informed the court and counsel in July that the witness was unavailable until March. The baby 
was born premature both indicating there were issues but also allowing the trial to go forward in 
January rather than in March as was originally thought. 
The testimony of Stacey Guess is crucial to this case as there was a baby as a result of 
intercourse involving the defendant and the young mother. The DNA evidence which can only 
be brought into court by Stacy Guess is necessary and vital and the State would find good cause 
in the continuances and ask that the court deny the Motion to Dismiss for lack of speedy trial. 
Dated this 19th day ofJanuary 2011. 
Bruce J:a4"eke~-~ --~ 
Bonneville County Prosecuting Attorney 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that on the 19th of January 2011, a true and correct copy of the foregoing 
document was delivered to the following person(s): 
Kent Whittington 
Whittington Law Office 
Courthouse Box 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83402 
Legal Assistant 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) 
Plaintiff, ) Case No. CR-2009-19519 
) 
-vs- ) MINUTE ENTRY 
) 
CRAIG CHARLES RISDON, ) 
) 
Defendant. ) 
------------------------------) 
This matter came on for hearing on Defendant's Motion to Dismiss on January 19,2011, 
before the Honorable Jon J. Shindurling, District Judge, sitting in open court at Idaho Falls, 
Idaho. 
Ms. Nancy Marlow, Court Reporter, and Ms. Rhonda Quintana, Deputy Court Clerk, 
were present. 
Mr. Bruce Pickett appeared on behalf of the State. 
Mr. Kent Whittington appeared on behalf of the defendant. The defendant was not 
personally present. 
Mr. Whittington addressed the Court in support of the motion. 
Mr. Pickett responded in opposition and provided argument. 
The Court inquired of counsel regarding the testing of the DNA by the lab. 
Mr. Pickett offered clarification and continued his argument. 
Mr. Whittington offered rebuttal argument in support. 
The Court inquired if the State had any affidavits from the lab. 
MINUTE ENTRY-1 
Mr. Pickett responded that all communications were telephonic and there were no 
affidavits written. 
The Court conditionally denied the motion pending review of any affidavit's submitted by 
the State from the lab. The Court indicated this matter would proceed to jury trial on Monday, 
January 24,2011 at 1 :30 p.m. 
Court was thus adjourned. 
c: Prosecutor 
Kent Whittington 
Ol1911AMShindurl Courtroom #4 
MINUTE ENTRY 2 
J HINDURLING 
BRUCE L. PICKETT 
BONNEVILLE COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
605 N. Capital Avenue 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83402 
Phone: (208) 529-1348 
Fax: (208) 529-1189 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
STATE OF IDAHO, COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
M~TESD~N/~ 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff. 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CR-2009-0019519-FE 
vs. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
NOTICE OF AUGMENTATION 
OF RECORD 
CRAIG CHARLES RISDON, 
Defendant. ) 
--------------------------------
The State of Idaho hereby augments the record as to the Motion to Dismiss filed by the 
defense. It is a letter received from the Idaho State Police lab on January 21,2011 at 3:58 p.m. 
The State will request a status conference to be set on this date. 
Dated this 21 st day of January 2011. 
Bruce L. Pickett 
Bonneville County Prosecuting Attorney 
NOTICE OF AUGMENT A TION OF RECORD PAGE 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on 21st of January 2011, I served a true and correct copy of 
the foregoing document by causing it to be hand delivered or by placing it in the mail with the 
correct postage affixed thereon to the parties listed below: 
DOCUMENT SERVED: 
PARTIES SERVED: 
NOTICE OF AUGMENTATION OF RECORD 
VIA FACSIMILE 
Kent Whittington 
Courthouse Box 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83402 
Rl 
Legal Assistant 
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Colonel G. Jerry RusseU 
Director 
January 19, 2011 
S l-'ATE OF IDA 
IDAHO STATE POLICE 
Bonneville County Prosecuting Attorney's Office 
Bruce Pickett 
605 North Capital Avenue 
Idaho Falls, ID 83402 
Re: State vs. Craig Charles Risdon 
Laboratory Case # M20100122 
Agency Case # 2009-12299 
Dear Mr. Pickett, 
; 1 208 88 4 7197 # 2 / 2 
o 
C.L. "Butch" Otter 
Governor 
I am the DNA analyst that processed the evidence in this case. Due to a medical absence followed by 
maternity leave, I was out of the laboratory and unavailable between the dates of May 10 through 
November 12, 2010. On August 31, 2010, Eileen Lawrence contacted the laboratory to request that the 
items in this case be retested due to my being unavailable to testifY during that timeframe. She was 
informed that, per our policy, the laboratory does not retest biology/DNA evidence arid that, if necessary, 
the DNA analyst who technically reviewed the case would be available to testifY to the results in my 
absence. 
As of November 15, 2010 I am working full-time in the laboratory and am again available to testify to my 
results in this case. 
:~~ 
Stacy E. Guess 
Forensic Scientist II-Biology/DNA 
Idaho State Police Forensic Services 
--_ ._- --- -_. __ .. _--_ .. _--- -------_._ .. _ ..•. _ .. 
Jan 21 2011 6: 05PM HP LASER JET FAX 
KENTE. WHITTINGTON, ESQ. 
Whittington Law Office, Chartered 
1820 E. 17th St., Suite 340 
P.O. Box 2781 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83403 
Telephone: (208) 529-8765 
Idaho State Bar No. 2307 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTIUCT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUN1Y OF BONNEVILLE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CRAlG CHARLES RISDON, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
j 
CASE NO. CR-09-19519 Y 
RENEWED 
MOTION TO DISMISS 
COMES NOW, Defendant, CRAIG CHARLES RISDON, through his 
attorney_ Kent E. "WhIttington, Esq., and respectfully RENEWS his motion for 
an Order dismissing the charges against Defendant herein. for failure by the 
State to afford the Defendant a speedy trtal, in Violatton of his lights under the 
Sixth Amendment to the United States Constitution, Article 1, Section 13 of the 
Constitution of the State of Idaho, and Idaho Code 19-3501. 
This motion is renewed upon the augmentation of the record herein by 
the State with the the letter of Stacy E. Guess, of Idaho State Police Forensic 
Services. 
DATED this ;l./ day of January, 2011. 
L~?c 
Kent E. Whittington, ~. 
l·ltENEWl:D MOTION FOR BOND RJCDUCTJDN (RI8DON) 
RECEIVE: NO.0397 Ol/21/2011/FRI 05:02PM 
Jan 21 2011 6: 05PM HP LASERJET FAX p.2 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that I served the foregoing document, MOTION TO 
DISMISS, upon the following this :l/ day of January, 2011, by hand delivery. 
mailing W1th the necessary postage affixed thereto, facsimile, or overnight mail. 
Attorney Served: 
Bruce Pickett. Esq. 
Bonneville County Prosecutor 
605 N. Capital Ave. 
Idaho Falls, ID 83402 
2-MN1tWUl MOTION J'OIlIIOND JU:Dl1OT1ON (1lI8DOlV) 
~. 
UMall1ng 
OHand delivery 
[idFacsirntle 
529-1189 
RECEIVE: NO.0397 Ol/21/2011/FRI 05:02PM 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
STATE OF IDAHO, COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
MAGISTRATES DIVISION 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) Case No. CR-2009-00l9519-FE 
) 
Plaintiff. ) ORDER DENYING MOTION TO 
vs. 
CRAIG CHARLES RISDON, 
) DISMISS 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Defendant. ) 
----------------------------
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the defendant's Motion to Dismiss in the above actiON is 
-,~); 
denied in part as to the State ofIdaho's intent to delay trial. The Court reserves it ruling on gclod 
cause as to the order for retesting of the DNA in the above entitled action. 
Dated this 24th day of January 2011. 
ORDER DENYING MOTION TO DISMISS 
JonJ . . 1 
Judge 
PAGE 1 
r, c, , 
\0..' "-..' """" 
OR\G\~JAL 
NOTICE OF ENTRY 
I certify that I am a Clerk in the above-entitled Court and that I mailed, with postage 
prepaid, or caused to be hand-delivered a true and correct copy of the following document to be 
served on the following persons this ~ day of January 2011. 
DOCUMENT: 
PARTIES SERVED: 
ORDER DENYING MOTION TO DISMISS 
ORDER DENYING MOTION TO DISMISS 
Bruce L. Pickett 
Bonneville County Prosecuting Attorney 
Courthouse Box 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83402 
Kent Whittington 
Courthouse Box 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83402 
Clerk 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
-vs-
CRAIG CHARLES RISDEN, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) Case No. CR-09-19519 
) 
) ORDER DENYING MOTION 
) TO DISMISS 
) 
) 
) 
On January 19, 2011, Defendant's Motion to Dismiss for failure to grant speedy 
trial came on for hearing. The matter was fully argued and the court denied the motion 
contingent on receiving further information regarding the Idaho State Police Forensic 
Services' refusal to conduct alternative DNA testing upon the unavailability of technician 
Stacy E. Guest due to her complications with pregnancy, in its oral findings incorporated 
herein by reference. The State then submitted the letter of Ms. Guest dated January 19, 
2011. The Defendant has renewed his Motion to Dismiss in light of said letter. No 
further hearing will be held. 
Although Ms. Guest suggests the State Police would have made the technical 
analyst who reviewed her work available for trial, such offer ignores the confrontation 
clause issues clarified by the United States Supreme Court in Melendez-Diaz v. 
Massachusetts, _ U.S._, 174 L.Ed. 314, 129 S.Ct. 2527 (2009). Nonetheless, this 
Court finds that the action of the forensic lab was pursuant to its policy, was in good faith 
considering the limited resources of the lab and expense involved, and with Ms. Guest's 
report being available to all parties, the Defendant was not unduly prejudiced by the 
delay occasioned by Ms. Guest's medical condition in light of Defendant's failure to 
claim any violation of speedy trial until just recently. Therefore; 
ORDER DENYING MOTION 
TO DISMISS 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, That Defendant's Motion to Dismiss be, and it is 
DENIED. 
A Status Conference shall be convened to set calendar for further proceedings 
(both the State and Defendant having conceded to vacation of the recent trial setting in 
lieu of the court's considering the above referenced submission). 
DATED this 25th day of January, 2011. 
J 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on thed,5 day of January, 2011, a full, true and 
correct copy of the foregoing document was personally delivered, sent by facsimile, put 
in the attorney courthouse box, or mailed by first class mail to the party or parties 
designated below: 
Bruce Pickett 
Prosecuting Attorney's Office Box 
Idaho Falls, ID 83402 
Kent E, Whittington 
P. O. Box 2781 
Idaho Falls, ID 83403 
ORDER DENYING MOTION 
TO DISMISS 
51! ,) 
By: Grace Walters 
Deputy Clerk 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) 
Plaintiff, ) Case No. CR-2009-19519-FE 
) 
-vs- ) MINUTE ENTRY 
) 
CRAIG CHARLES RISDON, ) 
) 
Defendant. ) 
----------------------------) 
This matter came on for hearing on a Status Conference on January 27,2011, at 11 :30 
AM, before the Honorable Jon J. Shindurling, District Judge, sitting in open court at Idaho Falls, 
Idaho. 
Ms. Nancy Marlow, Court Reporter, and Ms. Grace Walters, Deputy Court Clerk, were 
present. 
Mr. Bruce Pickett appeared on behalf of the State. 
Mr. Kent Whittington appeared on behalf of the defendant. The defendant did not appear. 
Mr. Whittington stated he needed to talk to his client, but did not know what his client 
preferred to do at this time. 
The Court discussed the options of a conditional plea, or going to trial and appealing the 
entire case. 
Mr. Whittington requested a trial date. 
The Court set the case for Pretrial Conference on February 2,2011 at 10:45 AM.; Jury 
trial is set on February 22, 2011 at 9:00 AM. The defendant does not have to attend the pretrial 
MINUTE ENTRY - 1 
conference; however, he must stay in touch with Mr. Whittington. 
Court was thus adjourned. 
DURLING 
c: Prosecutor 
Kent Whittington 
MINUTE ENTRY - 2 
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Mr. Pickett responded that all communications were telephonic and there were no 
affidavits written. 
The Court conditionally denied the motion pending review of any affidavit's submitted by 
the State from the lab. The Court indicated this matter would proceed to jury trial on Monday, 
January 24,2011 at 1:30 p.m. 
Court was thus adjourned. 
c: Prosecutor 
Kent Whittington 
01l911AMShinduri Courtroom #4 
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BRUCE L. PICKETT 
BONNEVILLE COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
605 N. Capital Avenue 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83402 
Phone: (208) 529-1348 
Fax: (208) 529-1189 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
STATE OF IDAHO, COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
M~ATES DIVfS::fON/~ 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff. 
vs. 
CRAIG CHARLES RISDON, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Defendant. ) 
----------------------------
Case No. CR-2009-0019519-FE 
NOTICE OF AUGMENTATION 
OF RECORD 
The State of Idaho hereby augments the record as to the Motion to Dismiss filed by the 
defense. It is a letter received from the Idaho State Police lab on January 21, 2011 at 3 :58 p.m. 
The State will request a status conference to be set on this date. 
Dated this 21st day ofJanuary 2011. 
Bonneville County Prosecuting Attorney 
NOTICE OF AUGMENTATION OF RECORD PAGE 
1 \\bcsvrl O\fullcase\CaseDocs\CR-2009-00 19519-FE\notice of augmentation. RTF r" .. .I~~, '" 
,. 'j / 
.... '..., . 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on 21st of January 2011, I served a true and correct copy of 
the foregoing document by causing it to be hand delivered or by placing it in the mail with the 
correct postage affixed thereon to the parties listed below: 
DOCUMENT SERVED: 
PARTIES SERVED: 
NOTICE OF AUGMENTATION OF RECORD 
VIA FACSIMILE 
Kent Whittington 
Courthouse Box 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83402 
f<f 
Legai Assistant 
NOTICE OF AUGMENTATION OF RECORD 
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Colonel G. Jerry RusseU 
Director 
January 19, 2011 
Sl~ATE OF IDA 
IDAHO STATE POLICE 
Bonneville County Prosecuting Attorney's Office 
Bruce Pickett 
605 North Capital Avenue 
Idaho Falls, ID 83402 
Re: State vs. Craig Charles Risdon 
Laboratory Case # M20100122 
Agency Case # 2009-12299 
Dear Mr. Pickett, 
; "J 20 8 884 7 197 # 2/ 2 
o 
C.L. "Butch" Otter 
Governor 
I am the DNA analyst that processed the evidence in this case. Due to a medical absence followed by 
maternity leave, I was out of the laboratory and unavailable between the dates of May 10 through 
November 12, 2010. On August 31, 2010, Eileen Lawrence contacted the laboratory to request that the 
items in this case be retested due to my being unavailable to testifY during that timeframe. She was 
infonned that, per our policy, the laboratory does not retest biology/DNA evidence arid that, if necessary, 
the DNA analyst who technically reviewed the case would be available to testifY to the results in my 
absence. 
As of November 15, 2010 I am working full-time in the laboratory and am again available to testifY to my 
results in this case. 
:~~ 
Stacy E. Guess 
Forensic Scientist II-Biology/DNA 
Idaho State Police Forensic Services 
------ - - -----... _.- .--- --
Jan 21 2011 6:05PM HP LASERJET FAX 
KENTE. WHITTINGTON, ESQ. 
\Vhittington Law Office. Chartered 
1820 E. 17th St., Suite 340 
P.O. Box 2781 
Idaho Fails, Idaho 83403 
Telephone: (208) 529-8765 
Idaho State Bar No. 2307 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO. IN AND FOR THE COUNIY OF BONNEVILLE 
STATE OF IDAHO. 
Plainillf. 
VS. 
CRAIG CHARLES RISDON, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
/ CASE NO. CR-09-19519 r 
RENEWED 
MOTION TO DISMISS 
COMES NOW. Defendant, CRAIG CHARLES RISDON. through his 
attorney, Kent E. Whittington, Esq .. and respectfully RENEWS his motion for 
an Order diSmiSSing the charges against Defendant herein. for failure by the 
State to afford the Defendant a speedy trial, 1n Violatton of his lights under the 
Sixth Amendment to the United States Constitution. Article I, Section 13 of the 
Constitution of the State of Idaho. and Idaho Code 19-3501. 
This motion is renewed upon the augmentation of the record herein by 
the State With the the letter of Stacy E. Guess, of Idaho State Police Forensic 
Services. 
DATED this ;)( day of January. 2011. 
L~t:z 
Kent E. Whittington, ~. 
1.I!tENEW!:D MOTWN roK BOND KEDUcrJON (1U8DDN) 
RECEIVE: NO.0397 Ol/21/2011/FRI 05:02PM 
Jan 21 2011 6:05PM HP LASER JET FAX p.2 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that I served the foregoing document, MOTION TO 
DISMISS, upon the following this ~I day of January, 2011, by hand delivery, 
mailing with the necessary postage affixed thereto, facslmtie, or overnight mail. 
Attorney Served: 
Bruce Pickett. Esq. 
Bonneville County Prosecutor 
605 N. Capital Ave. 
Idaho Fails, ID 83402 
2-U~ MOTION J"O!l.IIOND JU:l)V01'ION (1U8DONI 
~. 
UMall1ng 
DHand delivery 
[idFacsimJle 
529-1189 
I4nt1f Wh1ttin~. 
RECEIVE: NO.0397 Ol/21/2011/FRI 05:02PM 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
STATE OF IDAHO, COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
MAGISTRATES DIVISION 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) Case No. CR-2009-0019519-FE 
) 
Plaintiff. ) ORDER DENYING MOTION TO 
) DISMISS 
vs. ) 
) 
CRAIG CHARLES RISDON, ) 
) 
Defendant. ) N 
Ul 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the defendant's Motion to Dismiss in the above actioft is 
denied in part as to the State ofIdaho's intent to delay trial. The Court reserves it ruling on good 
cause as to the order for retesting of the DNA in the above entitled action. 
Dated this 24th day of January 2011. 
ORDER DENYING MOTION TO DISMISS 
Jon J. 
Judge 
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OR\G\~JAL 
NOTICE OF ENTRY 
I certify that I am a Clerk in the above-entitled Court and that I mailed, with postage 
prepaid, or caused to be hand-delivered a true and correct copy of the following document to be 
served on the following persons this ~ day of January 2011. 
DOCUMENT: 
PARTIES SERVED: 
ORDER DENYING MOTION TO DISMISS 
ORDER DENYING MOTION TO DISMISS 
Bruce L. Pickett 
Bonneville County Prosecuting Attorney 
Courthouse Box 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83402 
Kent Whittington 
Courthouse Box 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83402 
Clerk 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
-vs-
CRAIG CHARLES RISDEN, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) Case No. CR-09-19519 
) 
) ORDER DENYING MOTION 
) TO DISMISS 
) 
) 
) 
On January 19, 2011, Defendant's Motion to Dismiss for failure to grant speedy 
trial came on for hearing. The matter was fully argued and the court denied the motion 
contingent on receiving further information regarding the Idaho State Police Forensic 
Services' refusal to conduct alternative DNA testing upon the unavailability of technician 
Stacy E. Guest due to her complications with pregnancy, in its oral findings incorporated 
herein by reference. The State then submitted the letter of Ms. Guest dated January 19, 
2011. The Defendant has renewed his Motion to Dismiss in light of said letter. No 
further hearing will be held. 
Although Ms. Guest suggests the State Police would have made the technical 
analyst who reviewed her work available for trial, such offer ignores the confrontation 
clause issues clarified by the United States Supreme Court in Melendez-Diaz v. 
Massachusetts, _ U.S._, 174 L.Ed. 314, 129 S.Ct. 2527 (2009). Nonetheless, this 
Court finds that the action of the forensic lab was pursuant to its policy, was in good faith 
considering the limited resources of the lab and expense involved, and with Ms. Guest's 
report being available to all parties, the Defendant was not unduly prejudiced by the 
delay occasioned by Ms. Guest's medical condition in light of Defendant's failure to 
claim any violation of speedy trial until just recently. Therefore; 
ORDER DENYING MOTION 
TO DISMISS 
r;n" 
'V \,..' .i. 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, That Defendant's Motion to Dismiss be, and it is 
DENIED. 
A Status Conference shall be convened to set calendar for further proceedings 
(both the State and Defendant having conceded to vacation of the recent trial setting in 
lieu of the court's considering the above referenced submission). 
DATED this 25th day of January, 2011. 
J 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on thedS day of January, 2011, a full, true and 
correct copy of the foregoing document was personally delivered, sent by facsimile, put 
in the attorney courthouse box, or mailed by first class mail to the party or parties 
designated below: 
Bruce Pickett 
Prosecuting Attorney's Office Box 
Idaho Falls, ID 83402 
Kent E, Whittington 
P. O. Box 2781 
Idaho Falls, ID 83403 
ORDER DENYING MOTION 
TO DISMISS 
By: Grace Walters 
Deputy Clerk 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH mDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
-vs-
CRAIG CHARLES RISDON, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) Case No. CR-2009-19519-FE 
) 
) MINUTE ENTRY 
) 
) 
) 
) 
------------------------------) 
This matter came on for hearing on a Status Conference on January 27, 2011, at 11 :30 
AM, before the Honorable Jon J. Shindurling, District Judge, sitting in open court at Idaho Falls, 
Idaho. 
Ms. Nancy Marlow, Court Reporter, and Ms. Grace Walters, Deputy Court Clerk, were 
present. 
Mr. Bruce Pickett appeared on behalf of the State. 
Mr. Kent Whittington appeared on behalf of the defendant. The defendant did not appear. 
Mr. Whittington stated he needed to talk to his client, but did not know what his client 
preferred to do at this time. 
The Court discussed the options of a conditional plea, or going to trial and appealing the 
entire case. 
Mr. Whittington requested a trial date. 
The Court set the case for Pretrial Conference on February 2, 2011 at 10:45 AM.; Jury 
trial is set on February 22, 2011 at 9:00 AM. The defendant does not have to attend the pretrial 
MINUTE ENTRY - 1 
conference; however, he must stay in touch with Mr. Whittington. 
Court was thus adjourned. 
DURLING 
c: Prosecutor 
Kent Whittington 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
-vs-
CRAIG CHARLES RISDON, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
---------------------------) 
Case No. CR-2009-19S19-FE 
MINUTE ENTRY ON 
PRETRIAL CONFERENCE 
On February 2, 2011, at 11:10 AM, this pre-trial conference carne on for hearing before 
the Honorable Jon 1. Shindurling, District Judge, sitting in open court at Idaho Falls, Idaho. 
Ms. Nancy Marlow, Court Reporter, and Ms. Grace Walters, Deputy Court Clerk, were 
present. Mr. Penny North Shaul appeared on behalf of the State. Mr. Kent Whittington appeared 
on behalf of the defendant. 
Mr. Whittington stated there is a conditional plea agreement. 
The Court vacated the current trial setting and set the matter for a Change of Plea on 
February 23,2011 at 11:15 AM. 
Mr. Whittington requested a telephonic Change of Plea. 
The Court agreed to a telephonic hearing on stipulation from the prosecutor. 
Bond was continued as previously set. 
Court was thus adjourned. 
c: Prosecutor 
Kent Whittington 
MINUTE ENTRY - 1 
RESET (Clerk, check if I 
ORIGINAL OF THIS DOCUMENT TO IDOC 
Assigned to: ____________ _ 
Assigned" Due Date: ____ _ 
SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT, STATE OF IDAHO 
IN AND FOR BONNEVILLE COUNTY 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
VS. 
Craig Charles Risdon 
29801 Avenida De Real 
Sun City, CA 92586 
Defendant. 
DOB: 
 
DL or SSN: 
 
Telephone: (951) 643-9707 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No: CR-2009-0019519-FE 
ORDER FOR PRESENTENCE REPORT 
Charge(s): Rape-Female Under the age of 18 (Statutory 
Rape) 118-6101 (1) Rape-Female Under the age 
of 18 (Statutory Rape) 118-6101(1) 
Pled to: Rape-Female Under the age of 18 (Statutory Rape) 
118-6101(1) 
On this Wednesday, February 23, 2011, a Pre-Sentence Investigation Report was ordered by the Honorable Jon 
J. Shindurling to be completed for court appearance on Thursday, April 07, 2011 at: 10:30 AM. 
Judge's Comments: _______________________________ _ 
EVALUATIONS TO BE DONE: (Check Required Evaluation) Copy of Evaluation to be sent to Presentence Investigation Office 
DUnder § 19-2524 screening(s) are ordered. OMental Health OSubstance Abuse 
Full assessments will be completed if clinically indicated in screenings 
DNone IRISex Offender ODrug & Alcohol ODomestic Violence OOther __________ _ 
OOEvaluator: ATSA evaluator 
DEFENSE COUNSEL: Kent Whittington PROSECUTOR: Bruce L Pickett 
THE DEFENDANT IS IN CUSTODY: IRl NO 0 YES If yes where: ____________ _ 
PLEA AGREEMENT: 0 NO IRlYES 
*********************************************************************** 
ATTENTION DEFENDANT: IT IS ORDERED that after you leave the courthouse TODAY you contact 
Tim Hendrickson, the Pre-Sentence Investigator, (208) 528-4220, ex . 221, at the Department of Probation and 
Parole, located at 2048 E. 17th Street, Idaho Falls, to schedule an i If you fail to comply with this 
Order, a bench warrant will be issued for your arrest. 
Date: 2/23/2011 Signature: -----L1!!tJl~~~~----------
02/23/2011 WED 8: 56 FAX ~~~ Whittington, Kent 
BRUCE L. PICKETT 
BONNEVILLE COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
605 North Capital Avenue 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83402 
Phone; (208) 529-1348 
Fax: (208) 529-1189 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CR-2009-0019S19-FE 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CRAIG CHARLES RISDON, 
Defendant. 
CONDITIONAL 
PLEA AGREEMENT 
LC.R.ll(f)(l)(B) 
The State of Idaho, by and through the Bonneville County Prosecutor's Office, and 
Defendant, CRAIG CHARLES RISDON, with his attomey of record, Kent Whittington, hereby 
stipulate and agree as follows: 
STIPULATION AND AGREEMENT 
1. The Defendant shall plead guilty to the charge of Count I: Statutory Rape, Felony, 
I.C. §18-6101(l). 
2. The State shall dismiss Count II: Statutory Rape, Felony, I.C. § 18-6101(1). 
3. The State shall recommend probation. 
4. The parties are free to argue for an appropriate underlying sentence. 
S. The Defendant shall have no contact with the victim. 
6. The Defendant agrees to pay all fines, court costs, compensatory fine and full 
restitution and pay for evaluations as ordered by the court. 
7. The Defendant shall not be able to withdraw his plea, if, this agreement is not 
accepted by the Court. 
CONDITIONAL PLEA AGREEMENT PAGEl 
~OOl/004 
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02/23/2011 WED 8: 56 FAX ~~~ Whittington, Kent 
8. This is a conditional plea of guilty under Idaho Criminal Rule II(a)(2). The 
Defendant may appeal the lUling of the District Court as to the Motion to Dismiss for lack of a 
speedy trial. The decision is dated the 25 th of January 2011. 
9, The Defendant may appear telephonically for the change of pie a, but must appear 
at sentencing and waives any rights as to the appearing telephonically at the change of plea. It wil1 
be as if the Defendant was in the courtroom. 
10. As to any other conditions not expressly agreed upon in this written plea 
agreement, the parties are free to argue as they see fit. 
THIS AGREEMENT IS NOT BINDING ON THE COURT 
This agreement is made pursuant to I.C.R. 11(1)(1 )(B) and is not binding on the Court. lfthe 
Court does not follow the recommendations of this plea agreement, the defendant acknowledges that 
he/she has no right to withdraw his guilty plea. 
DEFENDANT'S ACKNOWLEDGMENT AND CONSENT 
CRAIG CHARLES RISDON, the Defendant in the above-entitled case, by executing this 
plea agreement, acknowledges the following: 
t. Understanding of the Potential Punishment. 
a. I understand that the crime of Count I: Statutory Rape, Felony, I.C. §18-6101(1) is 
punishable as follows: 
1. Imprisonment for a telm of up to life; 
11. A fine of not more than $50,000.00 
!II. A compensatory fine of not more than $5,000.00 and; 
IV. Restitution; or 
v. Any combination of fine, imprisonment, and restitution as listed above. 
2. Psychosexual Evaluation. 
a. I understand that even though I may be ordered to complete a psychosexual evaluation 
I still have the right under the 5th Amendment of the Idaho and United States Constitutions to not 
incriminate myself. 
3. Consequences for Non-United States citizens. I understand that if I am not a citizen of 
the United States, the entry of a plea or making of factual admissions could have consequences of 
CONDITIONAL PLEA AGREEMENT PAGE 2 
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02/23/2011 WED 8: 56 FAX ~~- Whittington, Kent 
deportation or removal, inability to obtain legal status in the United States, or denial of an 
application for United States citizenship. 
4. Parties Affected by the Agreement. I understand that this plea agreement is only between 
the State ofIdaho and me and therefore this plea agreement does not affect the rights of anyone else. 
5. Intelligent, Knowing, and Voluntary Entry Into This Agreement. I believe that: 
a. I am signing this agreement with full knowledge of the facts, my legal rights, and the 
consequences of entering the plea as described above. 
b. No unlawful threats have been made to secure my plea of guilty, nor have any 
promises been made to get me to plead guilty, other than those promises made by the State ofIdaho 
as set forth in this agreement. 
c. I sign this agreement willingly, without force or duress, and of my own free will and 
choice. 
6. No Other Promises or Agreements. I understand and acknowledge that no other 
agreements or conditions have been made or represented to me, except those terms of the plea 
agreement which are set forth within in this written agreement. 
7. Waiver ojConstitutional Rights. I understand that I am waiving the following rights as 
guaranteed by the United States Constitution and the Constitution of the State ofIdaho: 
a. My right to a jury trial; 
b. My right against self-incrimination, including my right not to testify against myself; 
c. My right to require the State ofidaho to call witnesses against me and my right to call 
witnesses in my defense; and 
d. My right to require the State ofldaho to prove my guilt beyond a reasonable doubt. 
8. Changes in Circumstances. I understand that the State has made this agreement 
contingent on the condition that the circumstances under which the agreement was made is in 
accordance with my representations and that such circumstances will remain unchanged prior to 
sentencing. These circumstances include but are not limited to my representations concerning my 
past criminal record, my compliance with bail release conditions (such as appearing at the sentencing 
hearing), and my compliance with the law prior to sentencing. I understand that changes in these 
circumstances could amount to a breach of this agreement, and in that case the State would be 
excused from fulfilling its promised recommendation. 
CONDITIONAL PLEA AGREEMENT PAGE 3 
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9. Understanding o/the Agreement. I acknowledge the following: 
a. I have read this written plea agreement and understand its tenns and the consequences 
of my entering into this plea agreement, 
b. I agree to be bound by the terms of this plea ab'Teement, 
c. Prior to agreeing to this plea agreement, I have had sufficient time to discuss the terms 
and the consequences of entering into this agreement, with my attorney, Kent Whittington, my family 
and anyone else with whom I wished to consult with, and, 
2011. 
d. I am satisfied with the services and advice cfmy attorney. 
AGREED, ACKNOWLEDGED AND CONSENTED, dated this __ day of FeblUary 
CRAIG CHARLES RISDON 
Defendant 
AGREED AND CONSENTED, dated this~ day of February 2011. 
AGREED TO ON BEHALF OF STATE OF IDAHO, dated this~_ day of February 201 1. 
BlUce L. Pickett 
Bonneville County Prosecuting Attorney 
CONDITIONAL PLEA AGREEMENT PAGE4 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
-vs-
CRAIG CHARLES RISDON, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CR-2009-19S19-FE 
CHANGE OF PLEA 
MINUTE ENTRY 
On February 23, 2011, at 10:38 AM, this change of plea came on for hearing before the 
Honorable Jon 1. Shindurling, District Judge, sitting in open court at Idaho Falls, Idaho. 
Ms. Nancy Marlow, Court Reporter, and Ms. Grace Walters, Deputy Court Clerk, were 
present. 
Ms. Penny North Shaul appeared on behalf of the State. The defendant appeared 
telephonically in person and with counsel, Kent Whittington. 
The COUli outlined the terms of the plea agreement. The defendant will plea guilty to 
Count I, Count II will be dismissed, and the parties are free to argue the underlying sentence. The 
plea agreement is not binding upon the Court. The defendant waived any right he had as to taking 
a telephonic plea. 
The Court reviewed the file and, after a discussion between the Court and the defendant, 
the defendant entered a plea of guilty to the charge of Count I-Statutory Rape. 
After a discussion between the Court and counsel, Craig Charles Risdon stated he 
consented to the guilty plea. 
MINUTE ENTRY - 1 .A! 
J... '.J 
The defendant was placed under oath by the Clerk. 
The defendant explained the circumstances of the crime. After further discussion, the 
Court found the defendant understood the nature of the offense and the consequences of a guilty 
plea and found there was a factual basis for the plea. The Court further found the plea was freely, 
voluntarily, and knowingly made and accepted the guilty plea. The Court ordered a pre-sentence 
investigation, and scheduled sentencing to begin at 10: 3 0 AM on April 7, 2011. 
Bond was continued as previously set. 
Court was thus adjourned. 
District J 
c: Prosecutor 
Kent Whittington 
MINUTE ENTRY 2 
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605 N. Capital 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83402 
(208) 529-1350 ex l348 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
STATE OF IDAHO, COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CRAIG CHARLES RISDON, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CR-2009-0019519-FE 
MOTION FOR RESTITUTION 
AND NOTICE OF HEARING 
Pursuant to Idaho Code Section 19-5304 and 19-5305, the State ofIdaho presents to the 
court a list of restitution owing by the Defendant and moves the court for its order of restitution. 
The following is a true and correct list ofthe person(s) and/or entities involved in the 
above criminal action and the amount of restitution claimed by the victim(s) to be owed by the 
Defendant. The list also may include the person(s) or entities that are victims in crimes that 
are not adjudicated, or are not before this court but for which defendant has agreed to pay 
restitution pursuant to plea agreement (I.C. §19-5304(9». 
Victim 
Forensic Services 
700 South Stratford Drive, Suite 125 
Meridian, ID 83642 
TOTAL RESTITUTION 
Amount 
$1,500.00 
$1,500.00 
Dated this d 5 day of February 2011. 
MOTION FOR RESTITUTION 
AND NOTICE OF HEARING 
Bruce L. Pickett 
Bonneville County Prosecuting Attorney 
1 
~ \,'~ 
, , . 
.!.. ~~.' ~! 
Idaho State Police 
DNA Restitution 
As provided in Idaho Code 19-5506(6), the Idaho State Police requests restitution from 
the defendant(s), Craig Charles Risdon, in the amount of $1,500 in association with 
Laboratory Report No. M20100122. This amount is based upon the number of DNA 
analyses performed at a cost of $500 each, not to exceed a total of $2,000. The amount 
requested reflects cost incurred to the laboratory during the analysis. 
Analysis Cost 
1) Craig Risdon (reference) $500 
2)  (reference) $500 
3)  (reference) $500 
Please present this restitution request form and a copy of the laboratory report to the 
court at the time of sentencing. 
Please make checks payable to: Idaho State Police 
Forensic Services 
700 South Stratford Drive, Suite 125 
Meridian, Idaho 83642-6202 
Thank you for your cooperation in this matter. 
Sincerely, 
Laboratory Manager 
Forensic Services 
SEG 
March 3, 2010 
~ ': '"' , 
.':' .. ~ J 
KENT E. WHITTINGTON, ESQ. 
Whittington Law Office, Chartered 
1820 E. 17th St., Suite 340 
P.O. Box 2781 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83403 
Telephone: (208) 529-8765 
Idaho State Bar No. 2307 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CRAIG CHARLES RISDON, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
CASE NO. CR-2009-19519 
STIPULATION FOR 
PSYCHOSEXUAL EVALUATION 
COMES NOW, Defendant, CRAIG CHARLES RISDON, through his 
attorney, Kent E. Whittington, Esq., and Plaintiff, STATE OF IDAHO, through its 
attorney, Bruce Pickett, Esq., Bonneville County Prosecuting Attorney, and 
STIPULATE and respectfully Petition the Court, for an Order authorizing payment 
of a psychosexual evaluation to be conducted of the Defendant by Scott Siegal, 
Ph.D., 1930 Rawhide Dr., Ste. 302, Roundrock, Texas 78681 (512) 246-2232, a 
T.A.S.A. evaluator, and directing that the psychosexual evaluation shall be paid for 
initially by Bonneville County, with the defendant to repay the cost thereof as part 
of his restitution. This request is made to hasten and facilitate the evaluation of 
the defendant so that it will not be necessary to delay the sentencing now scheduled 
for May 26,2011. 
DATED this J I} day of April, 2011. 
OR/GIf\JAL Kerlt E. 7Whittington, Esq. , Attorney for Defendant ' 
I-STIPULATION TO CONTINUE PRELIMINARYHEARlNG (RISDON) 
, 
, 
2-STIPULATION TO CONTINUE PRELIMINARYHEARlNG (RISDON) 
,I ! 
Bruce Pickett, Esq. 
Bonneville County Prosecutor 
.-
,. .. 
KENT E. WHITTINGTON, ESQ. 
Whittington Law Office, Chartered 
1820 E. 11th St., Suite 340 
P.O. Box 2781 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83403 
Telephone: (208) 529-8765 
Idaho Bta te Bar No. 2307 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
.~ 
CASE NO. CR-2009-19519 ! /' 
Plaintiff, 
vs. ORDERRE: 
PSYCHOSEXUAL EVALUATION 
CRAIG CHARLES RISDON, 
Defendant. 
BASED UPON THE STIPULATION of the Plaintiff and the Defendant 
through their respective counsel, the Court being advised in the premises, good 
cause appearmg, 
NOW, THEREFOPRE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, 
1. That the Defendant shall undertake a psychosexual evaluation to be 
conducted by Scott Siegal, Ph.D., 1930 Rawhide Dr., Ste. 302, Roundrock, Texas 
78681 (512) 246-2232, a T.A.S.A. evaluator. 
2. That the psychosexual evaluation shall be paid for initially by 
Bonneville County, with the defendant to repay the cost thereof as part of his 
restitution. 
3. Tthat the report thereof be provided to the Court and counsel for the 
parties. 
4. That the Clerk of the court is hereby directed to pay to Scott Siegal, 
Ph.D., 1930 Rawhide Dr., Ste. 302, Roundrock, Texas 78681 (512) 246-2232, the 
sum of TWO THOUSAND DOLLARS ($2,000.00) as payment in full for said 
evaluation, which shall be reimbursed to Bonneville County by the defendant. 
I-STIPULATION TO CONTINUE PRELIMINARY HEARlNG (RISDON) 
DATED thiS-4 day of April, 2011. 
udge 
CERTIFICATE OF ENTRY 
I hereby certify that on this ~9 day of April, 2011, I mailed/delivered a true 
and correct copy of the foregoing Order Authorizing Psycho Sexual Evaluation to 
the following by: 
Attorney Served: 
Attorney Served: 
Bruce Pickett, Esq. 
Bonneville County Prosecutor 
605 N. Capital 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83402 
Kent E. Whittington, Esq. 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 2781 
Idaho Falls, ID 83403 
2-STIPULATION TO CONTINUE PRELIMINARYHEARlNG (RISDON) 
DMailing 
[gfIand delivery 
DFacsimile 
#208-529-1189 
[]e6urt box 
@fI:and delivery 
DFacsimile 
@529-8775 
Deputy Clerk 
KENT E. WHITTINGTON, ESQ. 
Whittington Law Office, Charterffll 
1820 E. 17th St., Suite 340 
P.O. Box 2781 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83403 
Telephone: (208) 529-8765 
Facsimile: (208) 529-8775 
Idaho State Bar No. 2307 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CRAIG CHARLES RISDON, 
Defendant. 
CASE NO. CR-2009-19519jt 
MOTION TO CONTINUE 
SENTENCING 
COMES NOW, Defendant, CRAIG CHARLES RISDON, through his 
attorney, Kent E. Whittington, Esq., and respectfully moves the Court for a 
Continuance of the Trial presently scheduled in the above matter for Thursday, 
July 7, 2011, at 9:00 a.m., for the reason that Counsel will be out of town on 
that date. Defendant's counsel respectfully requests that the matter be reset to 
a later date and time convenient to the Court and counsel for the parties. 
DATED this ~day of June, 201l. 
1- MOTION TO CONTINUE SENTENCING(Risdon) 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
1 hereby certify that 1 served th.3-foregoing document, Motion to Continue 
Sentencing upon the following this ~ay of June, 2011 by hand delivery, 
mailing with the necessary postage affixed thereto, facsimile, or overnight mail. 
Attorney Served: 
Bruce L. Pickett, Esq. 
Bonneville County Prosecuting Attorney 
605 N. Capital Ave. 
Idaho Falls, ID 83402 
2· MOTION TO CONTINUE SENTENCING(Risdon) 
KENT E. WHITTINGTON, ESQ. 
Whittington Law Office, Chartered 
1820 E. 17th St., Suite 340 
P.O. Box 2781 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83403 
Telephone: (208) 529-8765 
Facsimile: (208) 529-8775 
Idaho State Bar No. 2307 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CRAIG CHARLES RISDON, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
-------------------------- ) 
CASE NO. CR-2009-19519-/:::::e 
MOTION TO CONTINUE 
SENTENCING 
COMES NOW, Defendant, CRAIG CHARLES RISDON, through his 
attorney, Kent E. Whittington, Esq., and respectfully moves the Court for a 
Continuance of the Trial presently scheduled in the above matter for Thursday, 
July 7, 2011, at 9:00 a.m., for the reason that Counsel will be out of town on 
that date. Defendant's counsel respectfully requests that the matter be reset to 
a later date and time convenient to the Court and counsel for the parties. 
DATED this day of June, 2011. 
1· MOTION TO CONTINUE SENTENCING(Risdon) 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that I served the foregoing document, Motion to Continue 
~".!, 
Sentencing upon the following this ~Oday of June, 2011 by hand delivery, 
mailing with the necessary postage affixed thereto, facsimile, or overnight mail. 
Attorney Served: 
Bruce L. Pickett, Esq. 
Bonneville County Prosecuting Attorney 
605 N. Capital Ave. 
Idaho Falls, ID 83402 
2· 1I10TION TO CONTINUE SENTENCINGfRisdonl 
By: 
D~iling 
[!:JJj{:'{n d deli very 
~Ea~sj,mile--'-7 
208-529-1189 
Jun 20 2011 S: 5SAM SERJET FAX 
KENT E. WHITTINGTON) ESQ. 
Whittington Law Office, Chartered 
1820 E. 17th St., Suite 340 
P.O. Box 2781 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83403 
Telephone: (208) 529-8765 
Facsimile: (208) 529-8775 
Idaho State Bar No. 2307 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
V$, 
CRAIG CHARLES RISDON, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
l 
--------------------------,) 
CASE NO. CR-2009-19519 
STIPULATED PETITION 
TO CONTINUE SENTENCING 
COMES NOW, Defendant, CRAIG CHARLES RISDON, through his 
attorney, Kent E. Whittington, Esq., and Plaintiff, STATE OF IDAHO, through 
its attorney, Bruce L. Pickett, Esq., Bonneville County Deputy Prosecuting 
Attorney, and STIPULATE and respectfully Petition the Court, that the Trial in 
the above-entitled matter presently scheduled for July 7, 2011 at 9:00 a.m., be 
CONTINUED to a later date convenient to both Court and counsel as 
DefendantJs counsel will be out of town on that date. 
DATED thisj'/day of June, 2011. 
Kent E. Whittingto ,Esq. 
Defendan t>s Counsel 
Bruce L. Pickett, Esq. 
Bonneville County Prosecutor 
o AL 
" 
,j 
KENT E. WHITTINGTON, ESQ. 
Whittington Law Office, Chartered 
1820 E. 17th St., Suite 340 
P.O. Box 2781 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83403 
Telephone: (208) 529-8765 
Facsimile: (208) 529-8775 
Idaho State Bar No. 2307 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CRAIG CHARLES RISDON, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
------------------------) 
CASE NO. CR-2009-19519 
ORDER TO CONTINUE 
SENTENCING 
Based upon Defendant's Motion To Continue Sentencing and Stipulated 
Petition to Continue Sentencing, the Court being advised in the premises, good 
cause appeanng, 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Trial previously scheduled m the 
above-entitled matter be continued until the a day of _J"....-l.(.L) ..Ll j"4------
2011, at \)~ ()O o'c1ock&.m. 
DATED this Wof June, 2011. 
ble Jon J. Shindurling 
Di c Judge 
I-ORDER TO CONTINUE SENTENCING(Risdon} 
CERTIFICATE OF ENTRY 
I hereby certify that on this d.d day of June, 2011, I mailed/ delivered a 
true and correct copy of the foregoing Order To Continue Sentencing, to the 
following: 
Bruce L. Pickett, Esq. 
Bonneville County Prosecuting Attorney 
605 N. Capital Ave. 
Idaho Falls, ID 83402 
Kent E. Whittington, Esq. 
P.O. Box 2781 
Idaho Falls, ID 83403 
2-0RDER TO CONTINUE SENTENCING(Risdon) 
By: ~OU(I~00~e- &'f 
DMailing 
DHand delivery 
o Facsimile 
208-529-1189 
By: CoUflho0':::i€. ~fu'{ 
DMailing 
DHand delivery 
o Facsimile 
208-529-8775 
Deputy Clerk 
luJ5 2011 9:52AM HP LASER JET FAX 
KENT E. \VHITTINGTON, ESQ. 
Whlttington Law Office. Chartered 
1820 E. 17th St .. Suite 340 
P.O. Box 2781 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83403 
Telephone: (208) 529-8765 
Idaho State Bar No. 2307 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNIY OF BONNEVILLE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CRAIG CHARLES RISDON, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
CASE NO. CR-2009-19519 
MOTION TO CONTINUE 
SENTENCING 
(ex parte) 
COMES NOW, Defendant, CRAIG CHARLES RISDON, through his 
attorney, Kent E. Whittington, Esq .• and respectfully Petitions the Court, that 
the Sentencing Hearing in the above-entitled matter presently scheduled for 
July 21,2011 at 11:00 a.m. be CONTINUED to a later date after July 25,2011 
and time convenient to both Court and counsel, for the reason that the 
Defendant is scheduled to appear in a court proceeding in Texas on July 25, 
2011, upon an application for release of funds from a trust in which he Is the 
benefiCiary. It is necessary that the Defendant appear in that proceeding, and 
the funds are required for his legal defense and anticipated appeal herein. 
Defendant can be available to appear before this Court on July 27, 2011 or any 
date thereafter. The State, through Its attorney. Bnlce Pickett. Esq., Bonneville 
County Prosecutor, has indicated no opposition to Defendant's request herein. 
DATED this (Cay of July, 2011. 
/~ . ' KefX~q. 
Attorney for Defendant 
I-MonON TO COl>o'TINUB I'IENTI!:NCINO BBAlUNQ 'RIIilDO:rll 
... , 
RECEIVE: NO.7081 07/15/2011/FRI 09:48AM 
,'ul '.5 2011 9:52AM HP LASERJET FAX p.3 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that I served the foregoing document, MOTION TO 
CONTINUE SENTENCING, upon the follm,v1ng this p day of July, 2011, by 
hand delivery, mail1ng With the necessary postage affixed thereto, facsimile, or 
overnight mail. 
Attorney SeIVed: 
Bruce Pickett., Esq. 
Bonneville County Prosecutor 
605 N. Capital Ave. 
Idaho Falls. ID 83402 
Bv: 
o Mailing 
DH~ delivery 
[JJFacsimile 
529-1189 
K~ntE. WhittingtOI;,ESq: 
RECEIVE: NO.7081 07/15/2011/FRI 09:48AM 
~ ,(': 
-~,. ~~ .,j 
J Ld 1 2011 9: 52AM HP LASERJET FAX 
KENT E. WHITTINGTON, ESQ. 
Whittington Law Office, Chartered 
1820 E. 17th St., Suite 340 
P.O. Box 2781 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83403 
Telephone: (208) 529-8765 
Idallo State Bar No. 2307 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTI:I JUDICIAL DISTRIcr OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR TIlE COUN1Y OF BONNEVILLE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
VS. 
CRAIG CHARLES RISDON, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
-------------) 
CASE NO. CR-2009-19519 
ORDER TO CONTINUE 
SENTENCING 
(ex parte) 
Upon application of the Defendant through counsel, it being represented 
that the State was not opposed thereto, and the Court having considered the 
matter. good cause appearing. 
NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, that the sentencing 
hearing presently set in this matter for July 21, 2011 at 11: 00 a. m.. be 
CONTINUED, until aU4UJt L-/, 2011, at!-t-tJitJ'clockfr. m. 
DATED this ~ day of July, 2011. 
~ ij', 
.. t;. j; 
RECEIVE: NO.7081 07/1S/2011/FRI 09:48AM 
J'J 1 1"' 2011 9: 52AM HP LASERJET FAX p.5 
CERTIFICATE OF ENTRY 
I hereby certify that on this t6.. day of July, 2011, I mailed/delivered a 
true and correct copy of the foregoing Order To Continue Sentencing to the 
folloWing by: 
Attorney Served: 
Attorney Served: 
Bruce Pickett, Esq. 
Bonneville County Prosecutor 
605 N. Capital 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83402 
Kent E. \Vhittington, Esq. 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 2781 
Idaho Falls, ID 83403 
~·M'0Tf0!f TO OONTtMU!l8~NTJ:NOINO HBAR.lNG (Rl8DCll'I) 
Coori "ou ~ e "fuy-
DMa1ling 
DHand delivery 
DFacsimile 
#208-529-1189 
~bOX 
DHand delivery 
DFacs1m11e 
@529-8775 
Deputy Clerk 
RECEIVE: NO.70BI 07/15/2011/FRI 09:48AM 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
-vs.-
CRAIG CHARLES RISDON, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CR-2009-19519-FE 
MINUTE ENTRY ON 
SENTENCING HEARING 
On August 4, 2011, at 11 :05 AM this matter came on for sentencing before the Honorable 
Jon J. Shindurling, District Judge, sitting in open court at Idaho Falls, Idaho. 
Ms. Nancy Marlow, Court Reporter, and Ms. Grace Walters, Deputy Court Clerk, were 
present. Mr. Bruce Pickett appeared on behalf of the State. The defendant appeared in person 
and with counsel, Mr. Kent Whittington. 
The Court reviewed the file and inquired if the defendant wished to stand by the guilty 
plea previously entered to the charge of Statutory Rape, to which the defendant stated he did. 
The Court noted a pre-sentence report had been filed and inquired if there are any areas 
needing clarification or correction. Mr. Whittington noted no clarifications and/or corrections 
thereto. 
Mr. Whittington addressed the Court in mitigation and requested probation. 
Mr. Pickett recommended an underlying sentence of 3 years fixed, 12 years 
indeterminate, suspended and 15 years of probation. 
Mr. Pickett noted a motion for restitution was filed in February for $1500, plus the costs 
MINUTE ENTRY - I -1 i' , 
,:_;, J 
of the psychosexual evaluation. 
The defendant addressed the Court. 
The Court inquired if there was any reason why judgment should not be imposed at this 
time, to which the parties stated there was none. 
After a discussion between the Court and the Defendant, the Court imposed sentence as 
follows: the defendant was ordered to serve a minimum period of three (3) years in the custody 
of the Idaho State Board of Correction, followed by an indeterminate period of twelve (12) years. 
Credit will be allowed for time served. The Court suspended imposition of the sentence and 
placed the defendant on probation for a period of ten (10) years. 
A fine of $1000.00 was imposed. Defendant must pay $350.00 to the Victim's Relief 
Fund, $150.50 court costs, and $1500.00 restitution, plus the costs of the psychosexual 
evaluation. Defendant must serve 90 days in the County Jail, to be served at the discretion of the 
Court. Defendant shall be subject to the usual terms and conditions of probation as contained in 
Attachments 1 and 2. 
Defendant shall be subject to the following special conditions: 
a. The defendant shall undergo psychological testing and/or treatment as 
recommended by the probation officer; 
b. The defendant shall obtain and/or maintain full-time employment; 
c. The defendant shall enroll in cognitive self-change classes; 
d. The defendant shall complete A TSA based sex offender treatment; 
e. The defendant shall not have unsupervised access to the Internet; 
f. The defendant shall have no sexual-exploitive material; 
MINUTE ENTRY - 2 
"'i 
..;L ~"" {" 
g. The defendant shall pay all child support to the child related to this matter; 
h. The defendant shall have no contact with the victim; 
1. The defendant shall have no contact with minors without supervision or 
permission from the probation officer; The defendant may have contact with 
his own children; 
J. The defendant shall register as a sex offender in the state where he resides; 
k. The Court has no objection to an Interstate Compact. 
Upon inquiry from the Court, the defendant accepted probation under these terms and 
conditions. 
The defendant was advised that this was a final order of the Court and of his right to 
appeal the Court's decision, his right to seek relief under the Idaho Criminal Rules, and his right 
to seek post-conviction relief. 
The defendant was remanded to the custody of the Bonneville County Sheriff's Office. 
Court was thus adjourned. 
c: Prosecutor 
Kent Whittington 
Probation & Parole 
BC] 
MINUTE ENTRY - 3 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) Case No. CR-2009-19519-FE 
Plaintiff, ) 
) JUDGMENT OF CONVICTION 
-vs.- ) SUSPENDED AND ORDER OF gCi VY lp ) PROBATION 
CRAIG CHARLES RISDON, ) 
DOB:  ) 
OR f Sf/1M, 1. 
SS: ) 
) 
Defendant. ) 
) 
On the 5th day of May 2010, Craig Charles Risdon was arraigned before the Honorable 
Jon 1. Shindurling, District Judge of the Seventh Judicial District Court in and for the County of 
Bonneville. 
The defendant was fully informed by the Court of the nature of the charge of Count 1-
Statutory Rape, Felony, as set forth in the Information, a violation ofIdaho Code Section 18-
6101, which was committed on or between February 2009 through April 2009; Count II-
Statutory Rape, Felony, as set forth in the Information, a violation ofIdaho Code Section 18-
6101, which was committed on or between February 2009 through April 2009. The defendant 
entered a plea of not guilty to the charge. The defendant subsequently withdrew his not guilty 
plea and entered a plea of guilty to the charge of Count I-Statutory Rape, a violation ofIdaho 
Code Section 18-6101. 
On the 4th day of August 2011, the Prosecuting Attorney together with the above-named 
defendant and his counsel of record, Mr. Kent Whittington, appeared before the Court for the 
pronouncement of sentence upon the defendant. Upon inquiry from the Court, the defendant 
advised that he did not wish to withdraw his guilty plea. Further, counsel for the defendant was 
provided the opportunity to speak on behalf of the defendant and the Court addressed the 
defendant personally and advised the defendant of his right to make a statement in his own behalf 
and to present any information in mitigation of punishment. The defendant was asked if there 
was any legal cause why sentence should not be pronounced and no sufficient cause was given. 
Based upon the foregoing, together with all the evidence before the Court, and the Court being 
fully advised in the law and the premises: 
IT IS ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the defendant is guilty of the 
crime as charged in the Information and in execution thereof, IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, that 
JUDGMENT OF CONVICTION SUSPENDED & ORDER OF PROBATION 1 
,j 
the defendant be sentenced to the custody ofthe Idaho State Board of Corrections for a tenn of 
fifteen (15) years, subject to a credit for prior jail service, which credit shall be applied at the end 
of any minimum sentence, or in the absence thereof, at the conclusion of any indetenninate 
sentence. Of the total sentence heretofore pronounced, the defendant shall serve a confinement 
for a minimum period of three (3) years. The minimum period of confinement shall be followed 
by an indetenninate period of confinement of twelve (12) years. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that said sentence shall be suspended and the defendant 
placed on probation for a period often (10) years under the following conditions: 
1. That the probation is granted to and accepted by the probationer, subject to all the 
tenns and conditions specified in the Conditions of Probation and the Department of Corrections 
Agreement of Supervision, which must be obeyed, a copy of which is attached hereto and made a 
part hereof by this reference, and with the understanding that the Court may at any time, in case 
of violation of the tenns of the probation, cause the probationer to be returned to the Court for 
the imposition sentence as prescribed by law. 
2. That the probationer shall be under the legal custody and control of the Director of 
Probation and Parole of the State ofIdaho and the District Court and subject to the rules of 
probation as prescribed by the Board of Correction and the District Court including those 
attached hereto. 
3. That the probationer, ifplaced on probation to a destination outside the State of 
Idaho, or leaves the confines of the State of Idaho with or without pennission of the Director of 
Probation and Parole does hereby waive extradition to the State of Idaho and also agrees that the 
said probationer will not contest any effort by any state to return the probationer to the State of 
Idaho. . 
4. That the probationer is also subject to the following Special Conditions, to wit: 
a. The probationer shall serve 90 days in jail at the discretion of the Court; 
b. The probationer shall undergo psychological testing and/or treatment under I.e. as 
recommended by the probation officer; 
c. The probationer shall obtain and/or maintain full-time employment; 
d. The probationer shall enroll in cognitive self-change classes; 
e. The probationer shall complete A TSA based sex offender treatment; 
f. The probationer shall not have unsupervised access to the Internet; 
JUDGMENT OF CONVICTION SUSPENDED & ORDER OF PROBATION - 2 
CONDITIONS OF PROBATION 
1. Probationer shall report within 72 hours unless otherwise directed by the Court to 
the District 7 Probation and Parole Office and make himself/herself available to the probation 
activation process. 
2. Probation has been ordered for a specific length of time; however, probation shall 
not be terminated until the Court has both reviewed the performance of the probationer and has 
signed an order discharging the probationer. Probation is subject to extension for non-payment 
of costs, fines, and restitution or unsatisfactory performance. 
3. In addition to any jail sentence ordered to be served immediately, the probationer 
shall serve an additional 90 days at any time during the probationary period to be served at the 
discretion of the court as recommended by an agent of probation and parole. 
4. Probationer shall pay the following to the clerk of the District Court: 
Court Costs 
Victim's Relief Fund 
Fine 
Restitution 
$150.50 
$350.00 
$1000.00 
$1500.00 
plus 
The Court may order probationer to pay up to an additional 25% of restitution ordered to 
be paid to compensate for delay in payment. If restitution is not set at the time of sentencing, the 
prosecutor's office shall submit an itemized statement of costs which will determine restitution, 
subject to further order of the court. 
If community service has been ordered by the Court or as a condition of supervision on a 
specialized caseload, the probationer is responsible for workers' compensation fees at a rate of 60 
cents per hour unless waived or reduced by the Court. 
5. Probationer shall not purchase, carry, or have in possession or control any firearm, 
ammunition, explosives, or other dangerous weapons. 
6. Probationer shall not, without permission from the Court or probation department: 
(a) purchase or operate a motor vehicle; (b) incur any unnecessary indebtedness; (c) leave the 
assigned district. 
7. Probationer shall submit to a search of his person, residence or vehicle, at the 
request of an agent of probation and parole, without a search warrant. 
.JUDGMENT OF CONVICTION SUSPENDED & ORDER OF PROBATION - 4 
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8. Probationer shall maintain employment or an approved program at all times or, if 
not employed, makes a diligent effort to obtain employment. Probationer shall report any 
termination of employment or program to the supervising probation officer within two days of 
termination. 
9. Probationer shall participate in any mental health, drug/alcohol abuse program, 
vocational habilitation, educational or learning program as recommended by his probation officer 
and pay the costs of such programs. 
10. Probationer shall participate in and successfully complete any specialized caseload 
program prescribed by the Department of Corrections as recommended by the supervising 
probation officer. 
11. Probationer shall not associate with any individual specified by his/her probation 
officer. Probationer shall not associate with anyone connected unlawfully to this crime unless 
approved by his/her supervising officer. Further, probationer shall not associate with anyone 
who use unlawful drugs. 
12. Probationer shall not frequent any establishment where the sale of alcohol is the 
major source of income and must not consume any alcoholic beverages nor use any drugs or 
controlled substances not prescribed by a licensed physician. 
13. Probationer shall submit at his own expense (unless waived) blood, breath, or 
urine at the request of an agent of probation and parole to be analyzed for the detection of 
substance abuse or alcohol consumption. 
14. Probationer shall respect and obey all laws and report any criminal arrest or 
receipt of any citation for violation of the law to his/her probation officer within two days of 
arrest or receipt of any citation. 
15. Probationer shall submit to a polygraph examination at his own expense (unless 
waived) if requested by his/her probation officer. 
This is to certify that I have read or have had read to me and fully understand all the conditions, 
regulations, and restrictions as made by the State Board of Corrections and those imposed by the 
District Court as conditions of my being granted probation. I hereby agree to abide by and 
conform to them strictly and fully understand that my failure to do so may result in the revocation 
~~te' b
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g. The probationer shall have no sexually-exploitive material; 
h. The probationer shall pay all child support to the child related to this matter; 
1. The probationer shall have no contact with the victim; 
J. The probationer shall have no contact with minors without supervision or 
permission from the probation officer; The probation may have contact with his 
own children; 
k. The probationer shall register as a sex offender in the State where he resides; 
1. The Court has no objection to an Interstate Compact. 
Defendant must pay $1000.00 fine, $350.00 to the Victim's Relief Fund, $150.50 court 
costs, and $1500.00 restitution, plus costs of the psychosexual evaluation. 
Done in open Court this 4th day of August 2011. 
c: State 
Kent Whittington 
Sheriff's Office - Jail 
Probation and Parole 
BCJ 
JUDGMENT OF CONVICTION SUSPENDED & ORDER OF PROBATION - 3 
~ r , 
1,' J 
Idaho Department of 
Agreement of Supervision 
1. Supervision Level: The defendant's level of supervision, including caseload type and electronic 
monitoring shall be determined by the Idaho Dept of Correction.ec.~ 
2. Laws and Conduct: The defendant shall obey all laws, municipal, county, state and federal. The 
defendant shall comply with all lawful requests of any agent of the Idaho Dept of Correction. The 
defendant shall be completely truthful at all times with any agent of the Idaho Dept of Correction. During 
any contact with law enforcement personnel the defendant shall provide their identity, notify the law 
enforcement officer(s) that they are under supervision and provide the name of their supervising officer. 
The defendant shall notify their supervising officer of the contact within 24 hrs. 4rZ. 
3. Residence: The defendant shall not change residence without first obtaining permission from an 
authorized agent of the Idaho Dept of Correction. CC4? 
4. Reporting: The defendant shall report to his/her supervising officer as directed. The defendant shall 
provide truthful and accurate information or documentation whenever requested by the Idaho Dept of 
Correction.~ 
5. Travel: The defendant shall not leave the State of Idaho or the assigned district without first obtaining 
permission from his/her supervising officer. CCfl.., 
6. Extradition: If the defendant does leave the State of Idaho, with or without permission, the defendant 
does hereby waive extradition to the State of Idaho and will not contest any effort to return the defendant 
to the State of Idaho. Cc:; /C. 
7. Employment/Alternative Plan: The defendant shall seek and maintain gainful, verifiable, full-time 
employment. The defendant shall not accept, cause to be terminated from, or change employment 
without first obtaining written permission from his/her supervising officer. In lieu of full-time employment, 
the defendant may participate in full-time education, a combination of employment and education, 
vocational program or other alternative plan based on the offender's specific situation and as approved by 
his/her supervising officer. ~-< 
8. Alcohol: The defendant shall not purchase, possess, or consume alcoholic beverages in any form 
and will not enter any establishment where alcohol is a primary source of income. <:2.::;:.,:( 
9. Controlled Substances: The defendant shall not use or possess any illegal drug. The defendant 
shall not use or possess any paraphernalia for the purpose of ingesting any illegal drug. The defendant 
shall not use or possess any controlled substances unless lawfully prescribed for him/her by a licensed 
physician or dentist. The defendant shall use medications only in the manner prescribed by their 
physician or dentist. C:::':"/( 
1 O. FirearmslWeapons: The defendant shall not purchase, carry, possess or have control of any 
firearms, chemical weapons, electronic weapons, explosives or other dangerous weapons. Other 
dangerous weapons may include, but are not limited to: knives with blades over two and one half inches 
in length, switch-blade knives, brass knuckles, swords, throwing stars and other martial arts weapons. 
Any weapons or firearms seized will be forfeited to IDOC for disposal. The defendant shall not reside in 
any location that contains firearms unless the firearms are secured and this portion of the rule is 
exempted in writing by the District Manager. <:c"'C 
11. Search: The defendant shall consent to the search of his/her person, residence, vehicle, personal 
property, and other real property or structures owned or leased by the defendant or for which the 
defendant is the controlling authority conducted by any agent of the Idaho Dept of Correction or law 
enforcement officer. The defendant waives his/her Fourth Amendment Rights concerning 
searches. c.:: .. A:: 
12. Cost of Supervision: The defendant shall comply with Idaho Code 20-225, which authorizes the 
Idaho Dept of Correction to collect a cost of supervision fee. The defendant shall make payments as 
prescribed in his/her monthly cost of supervision bill. c~ ... { 
13. Associations: The defendant shall not associate with any person(s) designated by any agent of the 
Idaho Dept of Correction. c~1( 
"1 , 
14. .l!9.,;, The defendant shall submit to "8St for alcohol or controlled 
substances as requested directed by any agent of the Idaho Correction or law enforcement 
officer. The defendant may be required to obtain tests at their own expense. If the results of the test 
indicate an adulterant has been used to interfere with the results, that test will be deemed to have been 
positive.~ 
15. Evaluation and Program Plan: The defendant shall obtain any treatment evaluation deemed 
necessary and as ordered by the Court or any agent of the Idaho Dept of Correction. The defendant shall 
meaningfully participate in and successfully complete any treatment, counseling or other programs 
deemed beneficial and as directed by the Court or any agent of the Idaho Dept of Correction. The 
defendant may be required to attend treatment, counseling or other programs at their own expense. u/ 
16. Cooperation with Supervision: When home, the defendant shall answer the door for the probation 
officer. The defendant shall allow the probation officer to enter their residence, other real property, place 
of employment and vehicle for the purpose of visitation, inspections and other supervision functions. The 
defendant shall not possess, install or use any monitoring instrument, camera, or other surveillance 
device to observe or alert them to the approach of his/her probation officer. The defendant shall not keep 
any vicious or dangerous dog or other animal on or in their property that the probation officer perceives as 
an impediment to accessing the defendant or their property. c~ 
17. Absconding Supervision: The defendant will not leave or attempt to leave the state or the assigned 
district in an effort to abscond or flee supervision. The defendant will make himself/herself available for 
supervision and program participation as instructed by the probation officer and will not actively avoid 
supervision. Lb/C 
18. Court Ordered Financial Obligations: The defendant shall pay all costs, fees, fines and restitution 
in the amount and manner ordered by the Court. The defendant shall make payments as ordered by the 
Court or as deSignated in a Payment Agreement and Promissory Note to be completed with an agent of 
the Idaho Dept of Correction and signed by the defendant. c..:e.A:'. 
19. Confidential Informant: The defendant shall not act as a confidential informant for law enforcement 
except as allowed per Idaho Dept of Correction policy. ~ .. /C 
20. Intrastatellnterstate Violations: If allowed to transfer supervision to another district or state, the 
defendant agrees to accept any violation allegation documents purportedly submitted by the 
agency/officer supervising the defendant in the receiving district or state as admissible into evidence as 
credible and reliable. The defendant waives any right to confront the author of such documents . .c:"'~/i! 
21. Additional Rules: The defendant agrees that other supervision rules may be imposed depending on 
the district or specific field office that provides his/her supervision. At all times, these additional rules will 
be imposed only after considering the successful supervision of the defendant and the secure operation 
of the district or specific field office. All additional rules will be explained to the defendant and provided to 
him/her, in writing, by an agent of the Idaho Dept of Correction. c,c~«:" 
I have read, or have had read to me, the above agreement. I understand and accept these conditions of 
supervision. I agree to abide by and conform to them and understand that my failure to do so may result 
in the submission of a report of violation to my sentencing authority. 
August 5, 2011 
Date 
AGREEMENT OF SUPERVISION 
Revised 01/30/2007 
Jarred E. Thompson #3113 
Witness Name (printed) 
IDAHO DEPARTMENT OF CO N 
Sex Offender Agreement of Supervision 
~.A1. I will not purchase, produce, possess, or view any media material (pictures, magazines, books, videotapes, or movies) that acts 
as a stimulus for my sexual behavior, nor will I possess or view any materials containing male or female nudity. I will not be present where 
such material is available. 
C£oA..2. I will not subscribe to, use, nor have access to, Internet service, including e-mail or any other Internet material without permission 
from my therapist and probation and parole officer (PPO). I will not use any form of password-protected files, or other methods that might 
limit access to, or change the appearance of data images or other computer files without prior written approval from my supervising PPO. 
t:'~,.(3. I will not engage in any illegal sexual activity as defined by Idaho state law. 
,..:.;:4(4. I will not engage in any deviant behaviors including but not limited to: sado/masochism, bestiality, phone sex, cross dressing, 
clothing fetish, voyeurism, exhibitionism, public masturbation, or frottage. 
Cc4.5. I will reside in a place approved by my supervising PPO, and I will not move until my supervising PPO has approved a new place 
of residence. 
u~6. I will abide by all travel restrictions as imposed by my supervising PPO, and I will not leave the district of my residence for a social 
or recreational reason without approval of my supervising PPO. My district of residence is . Permission to leave either the 
district or the State of Idaho is required in writing from my supervising PPO. 
~7. I will not initiate, maintain, or establish contact with any person, male, or female, under the age of 18 years, without the presence 
of an approved chaperone. The chaperone must be over the age of 21 and be approved by both my supervising PPO and therapist. 
L£..A( 8. I will not form or unite in a romantic interest or sexual relationship with a woman/man until my PPO and therapist determine that 
the individual is able to give effective consent. I will introduce this person to my supervising PPO and therapist for approval. Sexual 
activity is defined as sexually oriented verbal/nonverbal communication, and any form of romantic, erotic, exciting or sexually arousing 
touch, including kissing, oral, manual, genital, or body contact of any kind. 
""..::>.1.9. I will not form an intimate relationship with a man/woman who has physical or shared custody of a child(ren) under the age of 18, 
nor will I reside or stay at a residence where minor children frequent or reside, except as approved by my supervising PPO and therapist. 
Intimate relations are defined as a relationship with another person that involves some level of romantic, erotic, exciting, or sexually 
arousing feelings on my or the other person's part. 
~10. I will observe curfew restrictions as directed by my supervising PPO. 
~ 11. I will not have any direct or indirect contact with my past or present victim(s) without the approval of my supervising PPO and 
therapist. 
U¥'/12. I will not live near, frequent, loiter, or go near places where minors or victims of choice congregate, e.g. Parks, Playgrounds, 
Schools, Video arcades, Swimming pools, Special events, Or any other risky areas as identified by my supervising PPO such as 
~ 
A request for exception must be submitted on an activity permission form, and approved in writing by my supervising PPO. 
c..c.A! 13. I agree to obtain a specialized sex offender evaluation. The evaluator and my sex offender treatment provider must be clinical 
members of the Association for the Treatment of Sexual Abusers (ATSA), and approved by my supervising PPO. I will comply with all 
requirements of the treatment program and actively participate in treatment until discharge is recommended mutually by the therapist and 
my supervising PPO. 
~·414. I will provide complete and truthful information to any psychological and/or physiological assessment when requested by either 
my supervising PPO or therapist. 
5. I agree to sign any Release of Information form that allows my supervising PPO to communicate with professionals involved in 
my treatment program. 
£:.::...,116. I will not change treatment programs without prior approval of my supervising PPO. 
G:A. 17. I agree to pay financial obligations incurred for my counseling and treafment. 
~ 18. I will remain gainfully employed and will obtain approval from my supervising PPO to begin new employment or change existing 
employment. 
Lc./t 19. I will inform my current or potential employer of my crime(s). 
e:;c/i! 20. I will immediately notify my supervising PPO if I am terminated or dismissed from work for any reason. 
a:::A:..21. I will partiCipate and comply with the electronic monitoring agreement or a daily schedule if requested by my supervising PPO. 
u.-<- 22. I will comply with all sex offender registration and DNA procedures as required by state law. 
cc£.. 23. I understand that the Idaho Department of Correction (I DOC) may advise my neighbors, employers, and other concerned parties 
of my conviction and supervision status. 
~24. SPECIAL CONDITIONS:11±G offe A H";)G"(2, ):114'-( tmt){;t Cr);0n:::lCT l<)(,t-t I-ftS NYU (!,HtLQ i2&:7.;;A/ 
I have read, or have had read to me, the above terms, and I agree to abide by them for the duration of my probation/parole supervision. 
______ ~~~~~~~·~_--··~-·-------··--------------------Date: 
Appendix 0 
701.04.02.006 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
STATE OF IDAHO, COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CRAIG CHARLES RISDON, 
Defendant 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Based upon the State's Motion for Restitution; 
Case No. CR-2009-0019519-FE 
ORDER OF RESTITUTION 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the Defendant shall pay 
restitution to the following: 
Victim 
Forensic Services 
700 South Stratford Drive, Suite 125 
Meridian, ID 83642 
TOTAL RESTITUTION 
Amount 
$1,500.00 
$1,500.00 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that this order may be used by the identified victim(s) as a 
civil judgment. 
Dated this ~ day of August, 2011. 
mg 
District udge 
ORDER OF RESTITUTION 
NOTICE OF ENTRY 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the ___ day of August, 2011, I served the above 
document on the following parties by either hand delivery or by placing the same in the mail with 
the correct postage affixed thereon. 
DOCUMENT SERVED: 
PARTIES SERVED: 
ORDER OF RESTITUTION 2 
ORDER OF RESTITUTION 
Bruce L. Pickett 
Prosecuting Attorney's Office 
Courthouse Box 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83402 
Kent Whittington 
Courthouse Box 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83402 
State Probation and Parole 
Courthouse Box 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83402 
RONALD LONGMORE 
by: 
Deputy ____________ ___ 
... 
.. ~~ tj 
KENT E. WHITTINGTON, ESQ. 
idaho ,)'tate Bar No. 2307 
Whittington Law Office, Chartered 
1820 E. nth St., Suite 340 
P.O. Box 2781 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83403 
Telephone: (20~) 529-8765 
Facsimile: (208) 529-8775 
Email Address: whitlkifiljchnct 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT (W TlIE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
PlaintifL Respondent, 
vs. 
CRAIG CHARLES RISDON, 
Defendant, Appcllant 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
CASE NO. CR-2009-\95 19 
NOTICE OF APPEAL 
TO: THE ABOVE NAMED RESPONDENT, Slate Of Idaho, AND TIIE PARTY'S 
ATTORNEY, Bruce Pickett, Esq. , Bonneville County Prosecuting Attorney. AND TIlE 
CIJ~RK OF THE ABOVE ENTITLED COURT: 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN TI1AT 
1. The above named Defendant, CRAIG CHARLES RiSDON, appeals agatnst th\.; aho\"(; 
namcd respondent to the [dJho Suprcmc Court from Appellant's conviction in the above lYlatter 
and spcclrically the Order Denying DcCcndmlt's Motion To Dismiss, entered in the above 
entitled proceeding on the 25(h day of January. 2011, by the Uonorablc District Judge Jon J. 
Shinduriing. presiding. 
2. Appellant has a right to appeal to tbe Idaho Supreme CourL and the judgments or orders 
described in paragraph I above are appealable orders under and pursuant to Rule I I (c) ( \ ) 
tAR. 
I This is an EXPEDITED APPEAL pursuant to 1.;\,R. 12.2. 
3 Preliminary statement or issues on appeal: Whether the DIstrict Judge erred in 
Defendant's 1\1otioll To Dismiss for lack of a speedy trial, in violation of his righls under 
A ,J' 
j·NOTICE OF APPEAL(R1SDUN) 
the Sixth Amendment to the United States Constitution, Article 1, Section 13 of 
the Constitu Lion of the StaLe of Idaho. and Idaho Code 19-3501, 
4, Has an order been entered sealing all or any portion of the record? No, 
5, (a) Is a reporter's transcript requested? Yes. 
(b) The appellant requests the preparation of the following portions of the reporter's transcript in 
[ I hard copy r J electronic format [x I both (check one): The entire reporter's stalldard lran.~cript 
as defined in Rule 2S(a), LAR, 
6. The appellant requests the following documents to be included in thc clerk's (agency's) record 
in addition to thosc automatically includcd under Rule 28, l.A.R .. undetcrmined" but including 
Plaintiffs motion for continuance of trial. 
7. Civil Cases Only, The appellate requests the following documents, chans, or pictures offered 
or admitted as exhibits to be copied and sent to the Supreme Court: N. A 
8, I certify: 
(a) That a copy of this notice of appeal has been served on each reporter oj' whol11 a transcript has 
been requested as named below at the address set out below: 
Name and address: Nancy Marlow. 605 N. Capital Ave .. Idaho Falls, Idaho X3402 
(b)( 1 ) I x 1 That the clerk of the district court or aclministrati ve agency has been paid the 
estimated fee for preparation of the reporter's transcript. 
(b)(2) I I That the appellant is exempt from paying tbe estimated transcript fcc because 
(c)(I) Ix I That the estimated fcc for preparation of the clerk's or agency's record has been paid. 
(c)(2) I J That the appellant is exempt from paying the estimated fee for the preparation of the 
record because 
(cl)( 1) I x I That tbe appellate filing fee has been paid. 
(cl)(2) I I That appellant is exempt from paying the appellate filing fee because 
-----------
.---_._,---
2,NOTlCE OF APPEAL(RlSDON) 
(e) That service has been nwde upon all parties required to be served pursuant to Rule 20 (and 
the attorney general of Idaho pursuant to Section 67-] 401 (1), Idaho Code). 
DATED day of August. 2011. 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hcreby certify thai I served the ['oregoing document, NOTICE OF APPEAL, upon the 
fulJo'vving lhis ,/ dav of !\ ugusL 201 I, by hand del J _ _ 
affixed thereto, facsimile. or overnight mail. 
Attorney Served: 
Bruce Pickett, Esq. 
Bonncville County Prosecutor 
605 N. Capital Ave. 
Idaho ralls. ID 83402 
3-NOTICI, OF APPEAL(RlSDONj 
By: 
D~ailillg 
[!jHand delivery 
OFacsimile 
529-1189 
. mail rhe post 
BRUCE L. PICKETT 
BONNEVILLE COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
605 North Capital Avenue 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83402 
Phone: (208) 529-1348 
Fax: (208) 529-1189 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
,i 3= 55 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CRAIG CHARLES RISDON, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CR-2009-0019519-FE 
MOTION TO DISMISS 
----------------------------) 
The State of Idaho hereby moves the court for its order dismissing without prejudice the 
charge of Count II: Statutory Rape, Felony, I.C. §18-6101(1) in the above action upon the 
grounds that it is pursuant to a plea agreement. 
Dated this 22nd day of August 2011. 
""..- ~,-
4;.;:::: ~ .--' 
._ . ...-,.,, __ .",_.""n~­
Bruce L. Pickett 
Bonneville County Prosecuting Attorney 
MOTION TO DISMISS 
o 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the 22nd day of August 2011, I caused a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing document to be served on the following parties by hand delivery or by 
placing the same in the mail with the correct postage affixed thereon: 
DOCUMENT SERVED: MOTION TO DISMISS 
PARTIES SERVED: Kent Whittington 
Courthouse Box 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83402 
Legal Assistant 
MOTION TO DISMISS 2 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
STATE OF IDAHO, COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
MAGISTRATE DIVISION 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CR-2009-0019519-FE~ 
vs. 
CRAIG CHARLES RISDON, 
Defendant. 
---------------------------) 
ORDER TO DISMISS 
c: 
c:;; 
~ 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the charge of Count II: Statutory Rape, Felony, I.C. §18-
6101 (1), in the above action be and is dismissed without prejudice pursuant to the State's motion. 
Dated this 1~ay of August 2011. 
ORDER TO DISMISS 
J J hindurling 
Di rict Judge 
o 
NOTICE OF ENTRY 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the II day of August 2011, I served a true and correct 
copy of the document described below on the party listed below, by mailing with the correct postage 
thereon, or by causing the same to be hand delivered. 
DOCUMENT SERVED: 
PARTIES SERVED: 
ORDER TO DISMISS 
ORDER TO DISMISS 
Bruce L. Pickett 
Prosecuting Attorney's Office 
Courthouse Mailbox 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83402 
Kent Whittington 
Courthouse Mailbox 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83402 
Clerk 
2 
." f-~ '1 t, 
,'-\ 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
PlaintifflRespondent, 
vs. 
CRAIG CHARLES RISDON,-
Defendant! Appellant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
-)--" 
) 
) 
Case No. CR-2009-19519 
Docket No. 3 q (/ r 5' 
-CLERK'S CERTIFICATE 
OF APPEAL 
Appeal from: Seventh Judicial District, Bonneville County 
Honorable Jon J. Shindurling, District Judge, presiding. 
Case number from Court: CR-2009-19519 
Order or Judgment appealed from: Order Denying Defendant's Motion to Dismiss, entered January 25, 
2011 
Attorney for Appellant: 
Attorney for Respondent: 
Appealed by: 
Appealed against: 
Notice of Appeal Filed: 
Appellate Fee Paid: 
Was District Court Reporter's Transcript requested? 
If so, name of reporter: 
Dated: August 18,2011 
CLERK'S CERTIFICA TE OF APPEAL - I 
Kent Whittington 
PO Box 2781, Idaho Falls, ID 83403 
Attorney General's Office 
Craig Charles Risdon 
State of Idaho 
August 18, 20 II 
N/A 
Yes 
Nancy Marlow (no specific request made) 
KENT E. WHIT11NGTON, B~SQ. 
Whittington Law Office, Chartered 
1820 E. 17th St., Suite 340 
P.O. Box 2781 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83403 
Telephone: (208) 529-8765 
Facsimile: (208)-529-8775 
Idaho State Bar No. 2307 
L E COUrfT' 
"' "' ,Lin r I.j 
ZOII AUt?5 pM 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 11-IE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUN1Y OF BONNEVILLE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CRAIG CHARLES RISDON, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
CASE NO. CR-09-19519 
STIPULATED PETITION TO 
MODIFY JUDGMENT 
COME NOW, Plaintiff, Staie of Idaho, through ii's attorney, BRUCE 
PICKETT, Esq., Bonneville County Prosecutor, and Defendant, CRAIG 
CHARI..,ES RISDON, through his attorney, Kent E. Whittington, Esq., and 
stipulate, and respectfully petition the Court, that the Defendant's "Judgment 
Of Conviction Suspended And Order of Probation" entered August 4, 2011, be 
AMENDED, as follows: 
1) To allow Defendant/Probationer io reside and have eon tact with his 
brother-in-law and sister, JOSH BOYETTE and DESARAyg BOYEI'TE, and 
their minor daughter, age 2 (currently residing at
Border, Texas); 
2) That the Defendant/Probationer be exempted from any restriction or 
requirement not allowing him to reside within a "Child Safety Zone" (Le., 
anywhere a child or children are likely to congregate, or as defined by Texas 
law). 
I-STIPULATED PETITION TO MODIFY JUDGMENT(RISDON) 
~ 
DATED this .JS day of August, 2011. 
Bruce Pickett, Esq. 
.A ,.1 ~, 
.L Ll 'J 
2-STIPULATED PETITION TO MODIFY JUDGMENT(RISDON) 
KENT E. WHITTINGTON, ESQ. 
Whittington Law Office, Chartered 
1820 E. 17th St., Suite 340 
P.O. Box 2781 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83403 
Telephone: (208) 529-8765 
Facsimile: (208)-529-8775 
Idaho State Bar No. 2307 
11 flUG 29 P 4 :23 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAIG CflARLES RISDON, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
--------------------------) 
./,/ 
CASE NO. CR-09-19519 i 
ORDER MODIFYING JUDGMENT 
OF CONVICTION SUSPENDED AND 
ORDER OF PROBATION 
This maUcr having come before the Court upon thc Stipulation of thc 
State and thc Dcfendant through their respective counsel, the Court being 
advised in the premises, and based on the record and file herein, 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, that the Order Modifying Judgment Of 
Conviction Suspended And Order Of Probation previously entered in this 
matter is hereby MODIFIED, as follows: 
(1) That Defendant/Probationer Inay additionally reside and have 
contact with his brother-in-law and sister, JOSH BOYE'ITE and DESAHAYE 
BOYETTE, and their minor daughter  age 2; 
(2) That the Defendant/Probationer shall be exempt from any 
requirement that he not be allowed to reside within a "Child Safety Zone" (Le., 
anywhere a child or children are likely to congregate, or otherwise as defined by 
Texas law). 
I-ORDER MODIFYING JUDGMENT OF CONVICTION SUSPENDED AND ORDER OF PROBATION(RISDON] 
DATED this --'!If day of August. 20 II. 
CERTIFICATE OF ENTRY 
I hereby certifY that on this ~:t day of August, 2011, I mailed/delivered 
a true and correct copy of the foregoing Order Modifying Judgment Of 
Conviction Suspended And Order Of Probation to the following by: 
Attorney Served: 
Attorney Served: 
Bruce Pickett, Esq. 
Bonneville County Prosecutor 
605 N. Capital 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83402 
Kent E. Whittington, Esq. 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 2781 
Idaho Falls, ID 83403 
Jared Thompson 
Felony Probation & Parole 
2048 E. 17th St. 
Idaho Falls, ID 83404 
Ca U(1 \:x;,y 
DMailing 
DHand delivery 
DFacsimile 
#208-529-1189 
[96urt box 
DHand delivery 
DFacsimile 
#208-529-8775 
DMailing 
DHand delivery 
DFacsilnile 
#208-525-7015 
Coor-r f00 y: 
Deputy Clerk 
2-0RDER MODIFYING JUDGMENT OF CONVICTION SUSPENDED AND ORDER OF PROBATlON(RISDON) 160 
Clerk of the Court 
Supreme Court 
NANCY MARLOW, 
Official Court Reporter 
Post Office Box 1671 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83403-1671 
Tele: 208-529-1350 Ext. 1194 
FAX: 208-528-8348 
September 22, 2011 
NOTICE OF LODGING 
Post Office Box 83720 
Boise, Idaho 83720-0101 
FAX: 208-334-2616 
RE: State of Idaho vs Craig Charles Risdon 
Bonneville County Case No. CR-09-19519 
Supreme Court No. 39095-2011 
Hearing Dates: Change of Plea - February 23, 2011 
Sentencing - August 4, 2011 
Total Pages - 37 
Please be advised that the Reporter's Transcript in the above-entitled matter 
will be filed this date with the Clerk of the District Court, Bingham County. 
This completes all hearings requested of me in this appeal. 
Sincerely, 
Nancy Marlow, CSR 
Official Court Reporter 
~ Clerk of the Court 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff/Respondent, 
vs. 
CRAIG CHARLES RISDON, 
Defendant! Appellant. 
STA IE OF IDAHO ) 
) 
County of Bonneville ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CR-2009-19519 
Docket No. 39095-2011 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATION 
OF EXHIBITS 
I, Ronald Longmore, Clerk of the District Court of the Seventh Judicial District of the State of 
Idaho, in and for the County of Bonneville, do hereby certify that the foregoing Exhibits were marked for 
identification and offered in evidence, admitted, and used and considered by the Court in its determination: 
please see attached sheets (67 pages). 
Presentence Report, dated June 30, 2011 (67 pages) 
And I further certifY that all of said Exhibits are on file in my office and are part of this record on 
Appeal in this cause, and are hereby transmitted to the Supreme Court. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of the District Court 
this i h day of October, 2011. 
CLERK'S CERTIFICA TION OF EXHIBITS I 
RONALD LONGMORE 
Clerk of the District Court 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff/Respondent, 
vs. 
CRAIG CHARLES RISDON, 
Defendant! Appellant. 
ST A IE OF IDAHO 
County of Bonneville 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CR-2009-19519 
Docket No. 39095-2011 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE 
I, Ronald Longmore, Clerk of the District Court of the Seventh Judicial District ofthe State of 
Idaho, in and for the County of Bonneville, do hereby certifY that the above and foregoing Record in the 
above-entitled cause was compiled and bound under my direction and is a true, correct and complete 
Record ofthe pleadings and documents as are automatically required under Rule 28 of the Idaho Appellate 
Rules. 
I do further certifY that all exhibits, offered or admitted in the above-entitled cause, will be duly 
lodged with the Clerk of the Supreme Court along with the Court Reporter's Transcript (if requested) and 
the Clerk's Record as required by Rule 31 of the Idaho Appellate Rules. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand affixed the seal of the District Court this 
i h day of October, 201 1 . 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE - I 
RONALD LONGMORE 
Clerk of the District Court 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNEVILLE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff/Respondent, 
vs. 
CRAIG CHARLES RISDON, 
Defendant! Appellant. 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CR-2009-19519 
Docket No. 39095-2011 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
day of October, 20 11, I served a copy of the Reporter's 
Transcript (if requested) and the Clerk's Record in the Appeal to the Supreme Court in the above entitled 
cause upon the following attorneys: 
Kent Whittington 
WHITTINGTON LAW OFFICE 
PO Box 2781 
Idaho Falls, ID 83403 
Deputy Attorney General 
PO Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0010 
by depositing a copy of each thereof in the United States mail, postage prepaid, in an envelope addressed 
to said attorneys at the foregoing address, which is the last address of said attorneys known to me. 
CERTIFICA TE OF SERVICE - I 
RONALD LONGMORE 
Clerk of the District Court 
